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5381. By Mr, RAKILIR: Petition: of National Employees’ Union
No. 1, of the: Natlonal Federation, of Federal Employees, of
San Francisco; Calif,, urging that all civil positions be placed

under the- regulations of the eclassified civil service; to the.

Committee on Reform in the Civil Serviece.

5382. Also, petition of California Federation of Post Office
Clerks, regnrd.l.ng salaries of post-office employees; to the Com-
mittee on. Reforny. in the Civil Service.

5383. Also, petition of Los Angeles (Calif.) Farm Burean,
urging a.protectim; tariff on the walnut industry of California;
to the Cominittee on Ways and Means.

5884, Also, petition of Birdsall Ollve Co.,. of East Anburn,
Calif., urging a. protective tarifl on olives; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

5385, Also, petition of Mount Lassen Post, No. 167, American
Leglon, Department of California, Red Bluiff, Calif., outlining
the program of the American Legion and asking support of the
same; fo the Committee on Ways and Means:.

5880. By Mr., WOODYARD: Petition of Chamber of Come-
merce of Huntington, W. Va., protesting against the adoption
of the metric system; to the Commlttoe on Coinage, Weights,
and Measures.

5387. Also, petition of West Virginia State League, relative to
representation in Congress from Southern States; to the Com-
mittee on the Census,

5388, Also, petition of sundry citizens. of Huntington, W. Va.,
favoring the passage of the Rogers-Capper bills, House bill
14961 and Senate bill 4613; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce:

SENATE,
TuEsoay, February 1, 1921.
(Legislative day of Monday, Junuary, 31, 1921.)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration of
the recess.
DEPARTMENT. OF EDUCATION.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I have a letter from
the presidents: of the General Federation of Women's Clubs, the
Nationnl League of Women Voters, the National Women's
Trade-Union League, the National Society of the: Danghters of
the American Revolution, and the Congress of Mothers’ and
Parent-Teacher Assoclations, sending fo me a brief analysis
and argument prepared by them in favor of national aid to
edueation and in favor of the Smith-Towner bill. As a part of
my remarks I ask to print the letter and their memoranda.

Mr. SMOOT. This is not the morning hour?

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. No. I think, however, as I have
the floor in my: own: right; I conld read it

Mr, SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that every one of us
has received the same matter.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But I am anxious to have it go in
the Recoun, in order that the Senate may be reminded of the
contents of the statement. I will read it if the Senator prefers,
but I do not desire to occupy the time of the Senatfe in that

way.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, as it is to be printed: as a part of
the Senator’s remarks, I shall not object. If it was the morning
hour, I certainly would object.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am not using the morning hour,
because I know at that time I could not present it in this way:
I ask leave to print the:letter to which I have referred and the
memoranda accompanying it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Withount objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is.as follows:

Ocroses 5, 1921,
Senator Hore SarTm,
Atlenta, Ga:

My Dear SeExaror: The women of the United States, who
have the chief responsibility for the training of our fature eiti-
zens, are keenly interested'in legislation which will make for the
development and increased efficiency of our public-schools. For
this reason the great national organizations of women; whose
names are signed below, having branelr organizations in all' the
States and congressiomal districts, have indorsed the Smith-
Towner bill now pending in Congress and are anxlous that it
be passed.

A copy of the bill and a brief analysis of its chief features
are inclosed in order that you may give the measure your care-
full considerntion. We are relying on you. to assure us that if
elected you will suppert this measure. Flease send your reply

AUTHENTICATED &
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION
GPO

in the inclosed: stamped envelope, which will be forwarded to
the headquarters: of our several organizations
Thanking you in advance for the courtesy of a reply at your

earliest convenlence, we are,

Very truly, yours,
Mns. Tromas G. W

INTER,,
President, for the General Federation of Womenw's Cluba.
Mgzs. Maup Woob PARK,
President, for the National League of Women Volers.
: Mnzs, RaymonDn. RoOBINS,,
President, for the National Women's Trade-Union League..
Mrs. George MAYNARD MIivoz,
President General, for the National Society Doughlers of the
Revolulion,

American
Muzs, Mrrton P. Hicains,
President, for Congress of Mothers and. Parent-Teacher Asso-
ciations.
[Issued by National League of Women: Voters and General Federztion
of Women's Clubs.]

BMITH-TOWXER BILL, II, R, 7 AXD 8, 1017, SIXTY-SIXTH COXGRESS.

“Do you know that oce out of four of our soldiers in the late
grar c?oum not read a newspaper intelligently or write a letter

ome

*“That one out of three examined in the first draft was physi-
cally unfit for =service?

““That more than 5,000,000 boys and girls in Ameriea have no
free scliool’ advantages: or are taught by untrained teachers?

“This is why we want the Smith-Towner bill.

“The women of the country are particularly interested in
the passage of the Smith-Towner bill. They feel that the
promotion: of education and the proper training of the child-
hood of Ameriea is. a matter of the highest importance.

“It must be conceded that whatever tends to elevate and
strengthen the ecitizenship of any State promotes the welfare
of the entire country, and that any disorder or weakness in a
State or community subtracts from the gemeral health and
seeurity of the Nation,

“This bill creates a department of eduecation and provides
Federal aid for encouraging the States in the promotion of
education. It makes for efficiency in administration by con-
solidating the various educational agencies. of the Government
into. one depariment. under a responsible head, equal in rank
to the heads of other executive departments, Every other great
nation in the world has a department devoted to education.

“The bill provides that the National Government shall con-
duct research in the field, of eduncation. The: people. of any
State sheuld know what is being done educationally in all the
States. A comparative stndy of educational conditions in the
ggeml States wounld undoubfedly have a most stimulating

ect.

*We have a Department of Agricunlture to promote the agri-
culfural interesis of the country. Why not a department of
education to promote our educational interests? Are erops and
live stock of more Importance: to. the Nation than the training
of her future citizens? We ask that no less attention be given
to agriculture but that more be given to edueation,

“The, hill also provides Federal aid to. the States. for the
removal of illiteracy; for the Americanization of foreigners;
for physical. education, health, and sanitation; for the better
training of teachers, and for the partial payment of teachers'
galaries, and better educational opportunities for all the chil-
dren of the Nation, particularly in rural districts.

“The precedent for Federal aid has become thoroughly estab-
lished. The National Government appropriates money for the
support of good roads, of colleges of agriculture and mechanic
arts, and also for vocational eduecation, housebiold arts, and
other forms of special education. Aid should undoubtedly be
extended for the other purposes provided in this bill

“Mhe bill is carefully drawn to prevent centralization and te
preserve fo. the States and local communities the management
of the public schools. It provides—

“ First. That its provisious shall not become operative until
accepted by a State, and until at Ieast an equal amount of
money has been provided by the State or local authorities,
(P. 10, lines 9-11, and p. 11, lines 16-20.)

“ Second. That the money appropriated to a State shall be
distributed and administered by the State in. accordance with
State Inws. (P. 12, lines 8-11.)

“Third. That education in all its phases ‘shall be organized,
supervised, and administered exclusively by the legally consti-
tuted State and local education authoritics of the State (P.
13, lines 1-10:)

“Thousands of children in America have no free sehool ad-
vantages: and other thousands attend school in insanitary build-
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ings, taught by uneduecated teachers. Has our National Govern-
ment no responsibility for the promotion of better conditions?

“ The Smith-Towner bill rests on the assumption that in order
to insure national prosperity and preserve our American insti-
tutions there must be developed through education a citizen-
ship physically, intellectually, and morally sound, and that
because of this fact the National Government is vitally in-
terested in the promotion of public education in all the
States.”

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I also have two resolutions passed
by the Sons of Veterans Auxiliary, the Ladies of the Grand
Army of the Republic, and the Women's Relief Corps, upon the
same subject, which I ask leave to print.

Mr. SMOOT. As a part of the Senator’s remarks?

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. As a part of my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

NATioNAL HEADQUARTERS,
Sons oF VETERANS AUxILIARY, U. 8. A,,
Paterson, N. J., January 21, 1920.

Mr. J. Kimzgwoop Cralg,
National Counselor.

Dear Broraer Crate: Resolution passed at the national en-
campment at Indianapolis was as follows:

“ e, as the national organization of the sons of Veterans
Auxiliary, want to go on record as favoring the passage of the
Smith-Towner bill"”

Many L. TrEDO,
National President.

SteLra E. BRroOKS,
National Secretary.

EDUCATION AND AMERICANIZATION,

Inasmuch as the Grand Army of the Republic and allied
orders are organized for the purpose of perpetuating the memory
of the services and sacrifices of the veterans of 1861 to 1865, and
for the purpose of inculcating love of country, patriotism, and
Americanism; and
Whereas any Republic is safe and enduring only as its citizens

are physieally and intellectually sound and imbued with the

true national spirit, knowing its history and loving its ideals;
and

Whereas our natlonal system of education has not reached its
maximum efficiency and a real emergency exists as seen in
the following facts:

1. Illiterates are numbered by the millions;

9. Many immigrants, now under the control of radicals,
would make and become good American citizens if properly
instructed in the Nation’s history, advantages, and ideals;

3. More than half the pupils of grammar school are to be
found in small village and rural schools under the instruc-
tion of immature, inexperienced teachers, many of whom have
had only one or two years training beyond the eighth grade.
This is due to economic conditions. Many teachers unable to
exist on the salary received from teaching have accepted other
positions; and

Whereas unrest, crime, anarchy, and bolshevism thrive on igno-
rance and misconceptions, governmental and otherwise : There-
fore be it

Resolved, That we, the Sons of Veterans, United States of
‘America, in national encampment assembled, representing over
50,000 members, hereby go on record as favoring the passage of
the Smith-Towner bill now before Congress, which has among
its worthy objects the following:

I. The establishment of a department of education with a
gecretary on the President’s Cabinet. ;

1I. An appropriation to be expended among the several States,
according to their needs, for the following purposes:

1. Removal of illiteracy.

2. Americanization of foreign born.

3. Equalizing of educational opportunities.

4, Physical education and sanitation.

5. Preparation of public-school teachers.

Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent
the secretary of the National Educational Association, through
the natignal chaplain, signed by the commander in chief and
national secretary.

Passed at Indianapolis, Ind., this 24th day of September, 1020.

[sEar.] H. D. Si1sson,

Commander in Chief.
H. H. HAMMER,
National Secretary.

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS,
LADIES OF THE GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC,
OFFICE OF NATIONAL PRESIDENT,
Indianapolis, Ind., Sepiember 22, 1920.
Dr. J. Kmegwoop CRrAtg,
New York City,

Drar CoworkEr: The following resolution was unanimously
adopted at the national convention, Wednesday, September 22,

“Be it resolved, That the National Order of the Ladies of the
Grand Army of the Republic in national convention assembled,
hereby indorse the Smith-Towner bill. That this order of
patriotic women, deeply interested in the matters involved in
that bill, heartily recommend gaid bill to all of our Senators
and Representatives: Be it further resolved, That a copy of
these resolutions be sent to the incoming national president to
take the measures she deems advisable to interest the members
of our order in said bill those members not in attendance ac
this national convention.”

Respectfully submitted.

Lmriax Crarg Cary,
National President.

GRACE A. SEEBERS,
National Secretary.

Resolution No. 54.

Inasmuch as the Grand Army of the Republic and allied
orders are organized for the purpose of perpetuating the memory
of the services and sacrifices of the veterans of 1861 to 1865, and
for the purpose of inculeating love of country, patriotism, and
Americanism :

‘Whereas our national system of education has not reached the
maximum of efficiency and a real emergency exists, as seen in
the following facts:

1. Illiterates are numbered by the millions.

2, Many immigrants, now under the control of radicals,
would become good American citizens if properly instructed
in the Nation’s history and ideals.

8. More than half of the pupils of grammar schools are in
small village and rural schools under the instruction of im-
mature, inexperienced teachers, many of whom have had
only one or two years' training beyond the eighth grade.
Thus, due largely to economic conditions, many teachers, un-
able to exist on the salary received from teaching, have ac-
cepted other more remunerative positions; and

Whereas unrest, crime, anarchy, and bolshevism thrive on igno-
;nnce and misconceptions, governmental and otherwise: There-

ore, be it

Resolved, That we, the Woman's Relief Corps, in national en-
campment assembled, hereby go on record as favoring the pas-
sage of the Smith-Towner bill, which has among its worthy
objects the following:

I. The establishment of a department of education with o
secretary in the President’s Cabinet.

II. An appropriation, to be expended among the several States
according to their needs, for the following purposes:

1. Removal of illiteracy.

2. Americanization of foreign born.

8. Equalizing of educational opportunities.

4, Physical education and sanitation.

5. Preparation of public-school teachers.

Be it further resolved, That we send a copy of these resoli-
tions, signed by the national president and national secretary,
to the National Educational Association, Washington, D. C.

Approved by committee.

The above was unanimously adopted by the convention.

Asppie LyxcH, *
Past National President.
Eriza Browx DAGGETT,
Past National Secretary.

Ar. SMITH of Georgia. I also have a short article from the
Scottish Rite Masons Magazine and a short analysis of the
bill from the New York Evening Post, which I ask to have
printed as part of my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

* NoTES AND COMMENTS.
* EDUCATION FIRST.

“ The Smith-Towner bill, before Congress, has received the
hearty indorsement of the great majority of the American people
and is opposed by not more than one or two kinds of people.
It is now before Congress, and does not need to be reintro-
duced, which it will have to be if it i3 not passed at this ses-
sion of Congress. A determined effort, the source of which
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is palpable, is new beimg made to defeat this bill, and more
than one way is being used fer that purpose. It is now proposed
te create a departmen: of public welfare, and include all mat-
ters of education under that department. This is putting the
cart before the herse, for education is the prime factor in any
welfare movement. Establish a department of education and
let all welfare work comre under that department. The object
of the enemies of the Smith-Towner bill and of the establish-
ment of a department of education is to submerge the whole
scheme of education so that it may be convenlently lost in the
shuflle, It is most important that our legislators be not de-
celved and led astray by casuistic argument. Education is the

prinre need in this country to-day, and the Smith-Tewner bill
* and the creation ef a department of education are the most im-
portant items before Congress and the country at this time,
The ebject of the eppositien is by any and all means to bring
about delay in this matter, to put the business off until a more
cenvenient season. Ne time is so convenient as mow. Now is
the time to attend to so vital a nmtter. Delay will be the first
step toward the defent of this most necessary legislation. Do
it wow !

L3 * & L - & ®

[From the New York Evening Pest, Jam, 15, 1821.]
IFepenan Scmoon Brun Now DBErorme CoNGRESS—FAVORABLE REPORT DY
ilovse COMMITTEE GIVES BILL UNUSUAL STATUS—AMENDED TO AVOLD
CHARGE 0F CENTRALIZATION,

(By W, Carson Ryan, jr., educational editor.)

“The plan for a Federal secretary of education and national
ald for education is now squarely before Congress and the
Nation, With the Smith-Towner bill reported favorably in the
House this week, the outlook for prompt and vigorous Federal
action in -education is more promising than ever before in Ameri-

can history.
“ X9 CEXTRALIZATION.

“In reporting the bill the House committee showed a deter-
mination to remove the last pessibility of any centralized edu-
cational administration at Washington. The bill as reported
says explicitly : ‘ Courses of study, plans, and methods of carry-
ing out the purposes and provisions of this act shall be deter-
mined by the State and local educational authorities of each
State, and this act shall not be construed to require uniformity
of courses of study, plans, and methods in the several States.’

“ It is further provided that ‘ all the educational facilities en-
couraged by the provisions of this act and accepted by a State
shall be erganized, supervised, and administered exclusively by
the lezally constituted State and lecal educational authorities
of sald State.

# TIES IN WITH REORGANIZATION,

“Anether amendment adopted by the committee makes the
plan for a department of education tie in closely with proposed
reorganization of the Government departments. Whereas the
old bill provided only for the transfer to the new department of
the existing Bureau of Education in the Imterior cnt,
the amended measure includes in the Department of Education
whatever bureaus Congress, through the new congressional
commission, may assign to it.

“WIIAT THE DILL PROPOSES,

“In its main outlines the bill remains unchanged. If creates
a department of education, with a secretary of education in
the President's Cabinet, and appropriates $100,000,000 a year
to be distributed to the States on the famillar half-and-half
basis, the States being reguired to provide dollar for dellar as
much as the National Government gives, Of this ameunt
87,500,000 is to go for the instruction of illiterates, a similar sum
for the educatign of immigrants, $50,000,000 for equalization of
educational opportunity as between city and country, $20,000,000
for physical and health education, and $15,000,000 for teacher
training.

“The States, besides mateling the apprepriations dellar for
dollar, are required to maintain compulsory education of at least
24 weeks' duration every year, private and parochial schools
satisfying this requirement; provided only that the language of
instruction is English.

“The department is allowed for its own expenses the modest
appropriation of $3500,000, and must undertake researches in
illiteracy, immigrant edwcation, rural education, physical edu-
cation, teacher training, higher education, and other fields.

“A XOXTARTISEAN NEASURE.

“The bill has been throughout a nonpartisan measure. Its
sponsor in the House is Judge Horice M., TownEer, of Iowa, a
veleran omong the Republicans, In the Senate it has been
chimpioned by Hoxe Sarm, of Georgin. Originally drafted
by the emergency commission set up by the National Education

on during the war, the bill has undergone a number of

modifications ginee its introduction. Forces actively behind the

bill—aside from the educational forces, which are all but
unanimously for it—include the powerful group of women's
organizations now united in legislative effort at Washington,
hundreds of chambers of commerce, Rotary Clubs, and Kiwanis
Clubg, and the American Federation of Labor, to say nothing
of a host of influential organizations like the Daughters of the
American Revolution, the General Federation of Women’s Clubs,
and other bodies of representative character,
“ BPPOSITION TO THE BILY.

* So far opposition to the bill has been entirely of & scattering
nature. At the time of the hearings before Congress the mem-
bers of the joint committee of the two Houses sought te bring
out any opposition that there might be, holding at least one
special hearing for this purpose, but no one appeared in oppo-
sition. A number of Catholic journals have carried on a dis-
cussion hestile to the bill, ond one or two pamphlets have
appeared designed to present that part of the opinion of the
Catholic group that professes to see in the measure danger of
centralization. The most notable document of this type is the
very able oene by William D, Guthrie, of the New Yeork bar.

“ BILL SHOULD DE AXALYZED,

“ Whatever merit such an objection as that of Mr, Guthrie
may have, it is important that it and every ebjection like it
should be brought out into the light and discussed openly. Now
is the fime to make any changes if they are to be made. There
are indications that the American people has about made up its
mind on the essentials of this question. We are to have,
beyond question, national action shortly in education. That it
will take the form of a Federal department of education is
almost certain, and that Federal 2id in substantial amounts is
to be forthcoming seems only a justifiable inference from tha
awakened understanding of education as a national concern.”

RELTEF OV DISTRESS ABROAD.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the Presidemt of the United States, which was
read, and with the accompanying papers referred to the Comn-
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

To the Senale:

Supplementing my message of January 13, 1921, I transmit
herewith a report from the Secretary of State accompanied b7
additional papers pertinemt to the Senate resolution of January
3, 1921, requesting the Secretary of State to obtain and report
to the Senate certain infermation with respect to the distress-
ful conditions of women and children in foreign lands,

‘Woonrow Wirsox,

Tar Warre House,

1 February, 1921.

Jaxuary 31, 1921,
The PRESIDENT:

In further response to the Senate's resolution of January 3,
1921, requesting the Secretary of State “to obtain through
consular efficers or other official representatives of the United
States in foreign lands accurate informatien as to the actual
conditions and the needs and necessities of the women and
children of various disiressed nations, countries, or fereign de-
pendencies, and transmit the same te the Sennte at the earliest
possible moment,” and further “to ascertain, if possible, and
report to the Semate what the various Governments in which
such suffering exists are doing looking toward the alleviation
of such distressful conditions,” the undersigned, the Secretary
of State, has the honor te lay before the President, with a view
to their transmission to the Senate, if his judgment approve
thereof, papers pertinent to the resolution additional to those
accompanying the report of the Acting Secretary of State dated
January 11, 1821, and transmitted to the Senate by the Presi-
dent on January 13, These consist of a memorandum prepared
at the request of the Acting Secretary of State by an official of
the Department of State who investigated conditions in central
Europe last summer, and telegrams from the American minister
at Belgrade, the American commissioner at Budapest, and the
American representatives at Bucharest, dated, respectively,
January 13, 18, and 22, 1921.

Respecifully submitted.

(Inclosures: As stabted above.)

Barnsmpge JoLny.

“JaNuary 15, 1021
“The ACTING SECRETARY OF STATE:

“ You asked me to draw up a memorandum as to what I saw
last summer in central Europe of the need of relief and of the
work of American organizations administering relief. This
statement is drawn from my official reports on the various coun-




2362

- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEBRUARY 1,

tries to the Secretary of State and from notes which I took at
the time as to what I saw. My comments on what has hap-
pened since are taken either from official reports to the de-
parément or from personal letters received from members of
the missions or other Americans in the countries concerned.

4 AUSTRIA,

“1 was in Vienna in the early part of July and again toward
the middle of August. There was widespread unemployment,
practically no factories were working, and food in adeguate
quantities was unobtainable except from dealers who sold con-
trary to the law and at prices which Austrians were unable to
pay. I was told by various officers of the Government that
food Importations were being made suflicient-to keep the popu-
lation alive, but that the resources of the country were so
limited that there seemed no possibility of buying, in addition
to food, the coal and raw materials necessary to keep people
at work and to enable Austria to get on its feet again eco-
nomically. ;

“The American Red Cross had a few representatives in
Vienna who were devoting themselves largely to medical work,
although this organization was also distributing some food
supplies to the hospitals. I had the impression that the work
was being well done and that the distribution was efficient and
economic,

“The important relief work being done in Vienna was, how-
ever, that of the American Relief Administration at its various
child-feeding stations. Some 300,000 children were being fed at
the time, but this number was to be reduced, temporarily at
least, when the harvest became available. The men in charge
of the American relief work were the best kind of Americans,
devoted workers, often on the job from early morning until late
at night. They took me to the warehouses where food deliv-
ered on food drafts was being distributed and to some of the
stations where children were being fed. The children looked
hungry and puny, and it was almost invariably the case that
children who looked, for example, 5 years old, were actually
8 years old. In most cases the American Relief Administra-
tion food was practically all the children had, their parents
being unable to feed them because of the excessive expense of
food and the fact that such large numbers were out of work,
receiving only the inadequate Government unemployment al-
lowance., The Austrian Government, I was told, covered all the
expense incident to this feeding except the actual cost of the
food. The Government transported the food from the Euro-
pean port where it was landed, furnished the warehouses in
which it was stored, and much of the personnel used in packing
and distribution. This is true, in fact, of all the American
Relief Administration child-feeding work in Europe. It is
assisted in every way by the Governments concerned.

“ HUNGARY,

“In Hungary, where I spent two weeks at the end of July,
the situation as to food was not as serious as in Austrin., This
was partly due to the international labor blockade, which pre-
vented the exportation of any food from Hungary. The Hun-
garian Government would not have permitted extensive ex-
portation, because it was determined to conserve at least a
minimum for the population of the country, but it probably
would have let some food go out, because the economic situa-
tion was very serious, unemployment increasing, and the need
of coal and raw materials imperative. There was some child
feeding being done for the children of the very poorest classes,
these often being the intellectual classes. Professors in the
university, for example, who formerly received 15,000 crowns a
year, now receive 25,000 crowns, whereas food prices had in-
credsed from 500 to 2,000 per cent. The situation was, further-
more, complicated by the enormous numbers of refugees, in most
cases Jews from Galicia, who fled to Budapest during the war
and were unwilling to return to their homes. These people were
in many instances absolutely without resources. In Budapest,
as in Vienna, the work of the American Relief Administration
appeared to me excellent owing to an admirable personnel and
the minimum of expense, The Hungarian Government had gone
even further than the Austrian Government and had donated
to the relief administration large sums of money monthly to
enable it to make its work more effective and far-reaching. The
children fed were of all classes, a very large proportion being
Jews. I mention this fact only because allegations have been
made that the Hungarian Government interfered with the relief
to Jewish children. This was emphatically denied by American
relief workers.

“ BERBIA.

“The only place in Jugoslavia where I stayed any lengtih of
time was Belgrade. Here there was plenty of food; indeed,
more food than was needed, as Serbia is essentially an agricul-
tural country, and great difficulties were experienced in export-

ing the surplus. There was in Belgrade a plethora of foreign
relief organizations which, it seemed fo me, were competing
with each other and were in many cases extravagant. The
American Relief Administration was at that time withdrawing
and has since, I am told, got out of the country altogether on
the ground that its purpose is to feed hungry children, and that
in Jugoslavia there is plenty of food. I had a long talk with
the prince regent, who is in close touch with all that is going
on in the country, and he said quite frankly that what the
couniry needed as assistance from America was the services of
experts who would teach sanitation and medicine and who
would assist in reorganization of the transport system, so that
all parts of the country could be efliciently served. The Ameri-
can Relief Administration Is now buying a certain amount of
food from Jugoslavia for use in its work in Austria. This
being the case, it was obviously unnecessary to continue its
feeding stations in Jugoslavia, since the principle of the work
is that assistance will not be given where the fault lies not in
lack of food but in lack of decent administration of the food
resources. Only in Montenegro, which is now part of the
Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes, is the Ameriecan
Relief Administration doing any work. This mountainous bit
of country can not be reached by railroads from the interior
but must get its food from the Adriatie ports,
“ CZECHOSLOVAKIA,

“In Czechoslovakia there was in many places real hunger,
and even in villages in an agricultural country the American
Relief Administration was doing some child feeding. I asked
various people why this was necessary, and was told that the
reason for lack of food was the unwillingness of the farmers to
plant grain or to sell milk when the Government prices were

‘too low to make it profitable; that as a result large areas nor-

mally planted in grain were not used and that the cattle were
being used as draft animals. In connection with this I sug-
gested that it seemed contrary to the policy of the American
Relief Administration to give assistance in food supplies when
the fault apparently lay in the local administration. The
answer was that no American money given as charity was being
used in this child feeding. The American Relief Administra-
tion sells food drafts to people who wish to send food to specifie
individuals. There is a certain profit on these drafts, and the
American Relief Administration had agreed to use the profit
in the country to which the drafts were sent. The flow of food
drafts to Czechoslovakia had been and I believe still is large,
and it is the surplus so acquired on these drafts which is being
used for the not very extensive child feeding in the country.
“* GERMANY,

“The situation as I saw it in Germany was in a very mild
way similar to that in Austria. There was not sufficient food
in the country to go around, and this lack affected first of all
the children. Various members of the Government told me
that they believed the stringency would be very severe during
the coming winter, as the crops had not all been as suecessful
as was expected, owing to the continuous rains. The food sup-
plies from America, in accordance with the demonstrated need,
are distributed to the children at the various stations in the
different cities under the most careful supervision by the
Friends Soclety. I was particularly interested in these stations
to see how strictly the regulations were enforced. The children
had to be fed actually at the station. Children were not
allowed to take any food home, nor was, for example, an older
child permitted to come to the station to take food home to a
younger brother or sister said to be unable to come himself,
The organization appeared to be taking every possible precan-
tionary measure to prevent food from reaching those for whom
it was not intended. T had very strongly the feeling in Berlin
that from a purely humanitarian point of view this assistance
might be needed through the winter, but that this will not be a
long-continued appeal as the German economic conditions im-
prove and the people are put to work.

“ POLAND. -

“The need of relief in Warsaw in September appeared to me
quite as imperative as in Viennn. Poland is an agricultural
country and should eventually be self-supporting so far as food
supplies are concerned. At the moment, however, gradually re-
covering from repeated invasion, a large number of its agri-
cultural workers killed or driven from the country, its situation
is desperate. The bolshevist invasion in July and August, which
came fo the gates of Warsaw, meant the destruction or the car-
rying off of a very large proportion of the crops in the terri-
tory east and north of the city. Thus at the very time the
crops were reaching maturity Poland saw them lost. There ap-
peared to be every wish to get to work, to maintain a state of
peace, and to devote all the national energies to retrieving the
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disastrous economic condition of the country. The Polish mark
was even in Septewber very low. It has since fallen disas-
tréusly, and as a result very few people are able to purchase the
food necessary to supply a family.

“The work of the American Relief Administration in Poland
was being earried on very effectively and economically. It is
true to say that in Poland the American Relief Administration
alone is saving the lives of the oncoming generation. Any
diminution of this work at the time would mean disaster,

“ BALTIC PROVINCES.

“T was unable to go to Riga and Reval, but in Danzig had
a long conversation with Dr. Ryan, the efficient chief of the
American Red Cross work in the Baltic Provinces. The Amer-
ican Relief Administration at that time was, I understand, not
operating in the Baltle Provinces, and is only now planning to
extend its operations to that part of the world. The picture of
starvation and disease among the people of Latvia, Lithuania,
and DEsthonia that Dr. Ryan gave was appalling, and I believe
that this extension of the child feeding is at the moment almost
as important, from the life-saving point of view, as is the con-
tinuance of the work in unimpaired efficiency in Austria and
Poland.

" GENERAL.

“ My impression in all these countries was that the work of
the relief administration was carried out in a fine American
spirit by men well representative of this country in a manner
as efficient and economic as it possibly could be. The attitude
of all the people toward the work was one cZ the greatest grati-
tude and appreciation. It more than anything else held high
the good name of the United States. The only objection that I
found to the various charitable organizations working was that
they somewhat overlapped and were therefore not always eco-
nomie. This has been remedied by the fact that all the im-
portant organizations have joined with the American Relief Ad-
ministration and that the feeding will be done by one organi-
zation,”

[Copy. Telegram from American minister, Belgrade, Jan. 13, 1921.]

SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington, D, C.:

Your circular of January 7, with instructions to reply by tele-
graph. General conditions have greatly improved in Serbia
since the armistice, rendering unnecessary the need for general
relief. There is, however, still a need of specific relief along
the lines of earing for orphans and the repair and equipment of
schools and hospitals and dispensaries. i

The number of orphans in Serbia and Montenegro, according
to official fizures, is 200,000 ; 95,000 of whom live with relatives,
40,000 residing with families with Government aid, 10,000 in
institutions supported by private funds or foreign missions, a
number of which are being closed due to lack of funds; 5,000
are pensioned in families by the American Child Welfare Asso-
ciations; and approximately 50,000 are not provided for but are
living in extreme poverty and neglect with poor peasants who
have taken them in. ;

A large number of schools need repairs and equipment. Ac-
cording to a preliminary official survey there are 130 ordinary
schools totally unequipped and 75 trade schools and various
agricultural schools to a large extent or wholly unequipped.

Much has been done by the Government and relief societies
to replace hospital and dispensary equipment destroyed during
the war, but there is still great need of equipment. Am unable
to give figures.

My duties in Belgrade have prevented a personal inspection
of the administration of American funds for relief work, most
of which has been expended in southern and central Serbia and
Montenegro, where there are also no consular representatives.
From my limited observation and through information received
from disinterested Americans and Serblans, it is my belief that
these funds are being expended in an efficient and economical
manner,

Apparently the Government is doing all in its power at the
present time to meet above needs. Its abllity to do this should
increase considerably in the near future. Eventually it could
probably without foreign ald take care of material needs, but
the delay in this case would doubtless cause great injury to
thousands of children and others,

(Signed) Donge.

[Copy. Telegram from Ameriu‘zligl)lcr];mmlssioner, Budapest, Jan., 18,

SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington, D, C.:
Department’s circular telegram January 7. So far as Hungary
is concerned, it is my opinion that the temporary need for child
feeding is urgent only in the largest towns, not only because it

will save the lives and preserve the health of the coming genera-
tion, but also because if exercises an important stabilizing in-
fluence upon the social unrest,

(Signed)

[Telegram from American representative, Bucharest, Jan. 22, 1921,]
SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington:

Your circular telegram of January T regarding relief situa-
tion: I learn from impartial and reliable sources that there is
no starvation among children and women in Rumania. The
American Relief Administration discontinued its child-feeding
work in September, 1919, as such relief was found to be no
longer necessary. Representatives of the Junior Red Cross
have spent approximately $14,000 within past six months for
various items, mostly in connection with treatment of tubercu-
losis cases among children. Present governmental situation,
together with financial and transportation difficulties, seriously
hinder any relief work.

1. Upon investigation I have concluded that any relief funds
supplied from the United States should be administered through
the local organizations known as the Prince Mircea Society and
the Child Welfare Society, under the direction of the Queen.
Tlhe Child Welfare Society feeds and provides for 76,000 or-
phans,

2. The two societies named are the only organizations which
can satisfactorily reach the needy and administer relief effi-
clently.

8. That the loecal representatives of American organizations
here can not effectively reach the most deserving.

In conclusion, it seems apparent that the 76,000 war orphans
now being cared for by the Child Welfare Society are the only
really needy cases, and that they may best be assisted through
turning available funds over to the Queen, who would be able
to account for such work as was accomplished by the use of the
funds so applied.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr, TOWNSEND presented a resolution adopted by Ashley
Grange, No. 1211, of Ashley, Mich., favoring legislation making
all United States war bonds and certificates legal tender within
the United States, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented a resolution of the Michigan Beekeepers’
Association, of Lansing, Mich., favoring a tariff duty on honey,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a resolution of the Law Enforcement Con-
ference, adopted at Lansing, Mich., favoring legislation appro-
priating $7,500,000 for the enforcement of the prohibition law
and also in favor of an appropriation to enable attorneys of the
Department of Justice to enforce prohibition, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution of the Federal Farm
Loan Association, of Otero County, N, Mex., favoring the
strengthening of the Federal farm loan act, which was referred
to the Comurittee on Banking and Currency.

He also presented n resolution adopted by the Farmers’
Equity Union, at St. Louis, Mo., favoring adequate appropria-
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fullest study
of domestic and foreign conditions of both production and con-
sumption, ete., which was referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

He also presented a resolution of the Burlingame Farmers'
Club, of Burlingame, Kans., favoring legislation to prohibit
gambling in farm products, which was referred to the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a resolution of the Kansas State Horticul-
tural Society, of Topeka, Kans,, favoring legislation adopting a
national standardized system of weights and measures, which
was referred to the Committee on Standards, Welghts and
Measures,

Mr. JONES of Washington presented a resolution of the Legis-
lature of the State of Washington, favoring the development of
a naval aviation base at Sand Point, near Seattle, Wash.,
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and or-
dered o be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Senate joint memorial 3.
To the honorable Congress of the United States of America:

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Itepresentatives of the
State of Wisbing'ton. in legislative session nssembled, respectfully
memorialize the Congress of the United States to consider and favor-
ably act upon the following representations :

he north Pacific coast of the United States, including Alaska and
the navy yard, Puget Sound, is without any adequate naval defense
whatsoever. Adjolning the State of Washington on the north, at uf-
malt, on Vancouver Island, British Columbia, Dominion of Canada, the
British Government has powerful naval defenses. The Territory of
Alaska and the entire Puget Sound country, embracing the north Pa-
cific coast, are without any naval defense whatsoever. The navy yard,
Puget Bound, has already ome one of the great naval stations of the

GRANT-SMITH.
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Cnited States. To leave it without adequate defense would be a na-
tional disaster,

Realizing this condition of affairs, Ring County, the wealthiest and
most populous county in the State, has, at an expenditure of over
£300,000, puarchased for the Federal Government, free of charge to the
e B LI S T *%m oxports,
.ake Washiogton, which naval experts, a on
and other men of highly intelligent and experienced ju menfv va de-
clared to be the ideal site for an aviation field on the north Pacifie
coast. These e:?erts and gentlemen have r?ched this conclusion after
careful examination of all prospective and avorn.bl: tsgguations on the

north Pacific coast. A committee of the Congress o United States
has visited the Puget Sound country and examined tuation thus
represented, and which is called Sand t. One an 1, they have
declared it to be the one ideal site for an aviation flield.

Before the close of the late World War the Navy Department of the
United States had siready determined that it was o have a

ry t
xm% t:vintign Itk:ld at that point; but the close of the war left the
nestion undecided.
. In view of these clrcumstantes, and of the heavy outlay made by
gald county of King in procuring for the Federal Governuieat. without
expense to it, a great site for an aviation field, the ature of the
State of Washington mg:ctrun nsks the ress to make the neces-
sATY atlon for the establishment of a m‘tﬂaum fleld at
Sand Point, on Lake Washington, State of Wash

Adopted by the senate, January 13, 1921

W. J. Corie,
President of the Senate,

Adopted by the house, Jannary 17, 1021,

. H, Guis,
Bpeaker of the House.
REPORTS OF COMMITTEE 0N THE DISTHICT OF COLUMDIA,

Mr, JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Dis-
triet of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (H. I, 8585) to
provide for the redistribution of general taxes and
assessments due and payable on real estate in the District of
Columbia, in cases of subdivision or sales of land therein, re-
perted it without amendment and submitted a report (Ne. 739)
thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 12045) to provide for the conveyance of lots on the
low grounds of Washington, District of Columbia, reported it
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 740) thereon.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the fitst
timne, and, by unanimous consént, the second time, and referred
as follows !

By Mr, SHEPPARD:

A bill (S, 4959) for the relief of Pettus H. Hemphill; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GORE (by request) :

A bill (8. 4060) to amend section 101 of the Judicial Cede;
to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. SUTHERLAND :

A bill (8. 4961) to provide fer advancement in grade of cer
tain officers retired for disability incurred in active service; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of land :

A joint resolution (8. J. Res, 250) to grant American citizen-
shg; t:{ Jogn George Waller; to the Committee on Ymmigration,

y Mr, SUTHERLAND :

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 251) to authorize payment to
members of the Army and Navy who were employed as enumer-
ators during the Fourteenth Decennial Oensus to take the census
of persons in the Army and Navy; to the Conmittee on the
Census.

AMENDAMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr, RANSDELL submitted an amendment proposing to in-
crease the appropriation for clerk hire in the offices of the
Shipping Commissioners, ete., from $70,000 to $83,200, intended
to be proposed by him to the legislative, ete., appropriation bill,
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed,

Mr. OVERMAN snbmitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $45,000 to establish and maintain a forest experiment
station at Asheville, N. C, for the purpose of conducting
in the Appalachian hardwood adjacent forest regions silvi-
cultural and other forestry experiments and investigntions,
®te., intended to be proposed by him to the Agricultural appro-
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and f‘omstry and ordeted to be printed.

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $25,000 for the importation of karakul sheep under
the supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture, intended to be
proposed by him fo the Agricultural appropriation bill, which
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fdresiry and
ordered to be printed. »

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the
appropriation for colleeting, publishing, and distributing infor-
mation on the market supply and ‘demand, commercial move
ment; location, disposition, quality, condition, and market prices
of live stock, agricultural products, ete, from $300,160 to

$430,160, intended to be proposed by him to the Agricultural

appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on

Agticulture and Forestry and ordered to be printed.
AMENDMEXNT OF WAR RISK INSURANCE ACT.

Mr. McKELLAR submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 18558) for the purpose of im«
proving the facilities and service of the Burean of War Risk In-
surance, and of further amending and modifying the war-risk
insurance act, as amended, which was referred to the Commmittee
on Findance and ordered to be printed.

The Senate, as In Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15275) imposing temporary duties
upon certain agricultural products to mebt prosent etnergencies,
to provide revenue, and for other purposes,

Mr, THOMAS. Mr, President, I desire to nsk whether
amendments introduced prior to the presentation of the cloture
application must be read to the Senate in order to be consid-
:ht:dﬁ = Eome weeks figo I introduced a couple of amendments to

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the cloture role shall be invoked
by the Senate, “except by unanimous consent, no amendment
shall be in order after the vote to bring the debate to a close,
m the same has been presented and read prior to that

Mr. THOMAS. Then I shall read the amendments to which
I have referred.

Mr. BORAH. I could not understand the raling of the
Chair, and I ani intevested in the guestion of amendments,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule is very plain. After the
Senate votes to bring the debate to a close, the rule then pro-
vides that—

No Senator shall be entitled to speak inm all more than one hour
oh the pending measure, the amendments thefeto, and motions affecting
the same, and it shall be the duty of the Presiding Officer to keep the
time of each Senator who speaks.

That is the first time the Presiding Officer has had any duty
conferred upon him,

Except by unanimous consent, no amendment shall be in order after
the vote to bring the debate 1o & close, unless the same has been pre-
sented and read prior te that time. o dilatory motion, or dilat%ry
amendment, or amendment not germane ghall be*in erder. oints of

order, includin, estions of relevancy, and a 18 frotn the decision
of the Preddlns g?nw. sball be declded without debute, ¥

Bo it is quite clear that if the effort to Invoke the cloture
rule shall be successful, no amendment, except by unanimous
consent, shall be in order unless the same has been presented
and read prior to tire adoption of the rule.

Lt[lr. BORAH. I offer two amendments which 1 ask to have
read.

Mr. SMOOT, Alr, President——

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr. President, I desire to make a parlia-
mentary inguiry.

Mr. SMOOT. That is also what I rose to do.

Mr. ROBINSON. Under the rule, a5 I understand it, no
privilege attaches to the stating or reading of an amendment,
A Sepator must procure the floor in his own right in order to
have an amendment stated or read. The rule does not give him
that privilege.

The VIOE PREBIDENT, The Chair has not ruled on that
question. The Chair stated the rule, that an amendment must
be presented and read before the cloture rule goes into effect.

. ROBINSON. The Senator from Arkansas understands
that the Chair has not ruled on that question, but I am making
a paruumentara miglry.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Chalr does not believe that a
Senator can take the floor as a matter of right.

Mr, ROBINSON. Or that any privilege attaches to the state-
ment of an amendment?

The VIOH PRESIDENT. None whatever,

Mr, SMOOT. Mr., President, a parlinmentary inquiry. In
my opinion the Chair has stated the rule exactly as it was ins
tended, but I wish to agk this question: Is It necessary actually,
to read the amendment or shall it be taken, the same as every,
other amendtment that has been offered, as having been read,
there belng no objection?

The VIOR PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that it must be
read. There is no use of putting that in the rule unless it be
adhered to.

Mr. LODGE. Mr., President, in conneection with what the
Senator from Arkansas stated, I merely wish to say that as
the cloture rule is now before the Senate to be voted on to-mor- -
row, if one objection could prevent a Senator from offering an
amendment, the right and the opportunity to present the amend-
meff Wwonld be taken from him. It seems to me that the right
to offer an amendment under the rule must be preserved.
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The VIOCE PRESIDENT., The Chair did not so rule.

Mr. LODGE. I did not suggest that the Chair did so rule.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Oh, no. The Chair did not so rule.

Mr. LODGE. I did not suggest that he did.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not so rule. The
Chair rules that if the Chair recognizes a Senator on the bill
he ean put in his time presenting and reading his amendment,
but he can not take another Senator off the floor for the purpose
of presenting an amendment.

Mr. LODGE. Oh, certainly not; but if a Senator holding the
floor offers an amendment one objection can not stop him. He
has a right to offer it because the bill is pending for that pur-

se.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Of course.

Mr. THOMAS and Mr. McCUMBER addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado is
recognized.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President——

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota, if
I can do so without yielding the floor.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to offer a mere suggestion, first,
to those who desire to offer amendments, Those in charge of
the bill do not wish to deprive any Senator of full opportunity
to present his amendments. I think the proper method is for
us to adjourn this evening until to-morrow at 12 o'clock, and
then, under the head of morning business, every amendment
can be presented and read during the first hour. That would
give full opportunity. If any Senator feels that he will not have
that opportunity in the morning, I suggest that any Senator
would feel disposed to yield for the purpose of having an
amendment read into the record.

I wish the opportunity at this time, not to exceed five min-
utes, to reply to a statement made by the Senator from Ohio
yesterday concerning my argument upon the tariff bill.

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator, if I do not lose the
floor, and I will then yield to the Senator from Idaho for his
amendment,

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is going a little too far. The
Chair ean not permit the floor to be farmed out.

Mr. THOMAS. I do not propose to farm out the floor, but I
desire to accommodate my friend the Senator from North
Dakota. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] certainly has a
right to introduce his amendment if he wants to do so.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, there is no objection to plow-
ing a couple of furrows.

Mr. McCUMBER. I think there will be no trouble on this
matter. Yesterday in discussing the pending emergency tariff
bill the Senator from Ohio [Mr, PoMERENE] stated:

Now, we have the spectacle of a Republican majority trying to tax
cverything that goes on the table of the workingman.

Cy good friend the distingulshed Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
McCumper] tells the Senate how perfectly simple this question of the
tariff upon wheat is. He understands it thoroughly, but I think he is
the only Senator who understands his own argument,

Mr. President, I take ocecasion to thank the Senator from Ohio
for his compliment, and to regret my inability, through a lack of
proper expression, to convince either the Senator from Ohio
or any other Senator that 5 added to 7 makes 12. T thought the
declaration was so self-evident that it did not need a great deal
of elucidation. But the Senator from Ohio evidently thought
I did not make the matter as clear as.I should.

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to his
own argument upon the same bill and to put up to him the
question whether or not he understands even his own argu-
ment upon the bill, The Senator from Ohio said:

. President, wh ick up this bill
eetﬂ; s.Phﬁzhel, on coart:l EF 15 cel;ts a busbél.ﬂ g&‘a CHtY o8 Ehoat of 40
- - - * * * ]

1 find a duty on butter of 8 cents a pound, on cheese of 8 cents a
ﬁgng; gg fresh milk of 2 cents a gallon, on cream of § cents a gallon,

I suppose the Senator means by that that a duty of 2 cents
on a gallon, one-half of 1 cent per quart, of milk is a ter-
rible imposition upon those who use milk for breakfast.

1 wish the Senator could have heard for a moment the testi-
mony taken before the Committee on Finance in which it was
stated that the man who drives the milk wagon in New York
City receives from $185 to $200 and more in some instances for
seven hours of labor for delivering milk; and I wonder if the
Senator has compared the earnings of the farmer who gets 6 or
8 cents for a quart of milk with the earnings of the man who
drives the milk wagon for from $185 to $200 per month.

. Now, I wish to quote from the Recomn. After the Senator
from Ohio had discussed the matter, and deeclared again and
again that he did not wish to impose a tax upon the breakfast

table, a little colloquy occurred between the Senator from Ohio
and myself. I read from the REecorp, as follows:

Mr. McCumBER. If, as is contended on the other side of the Chamber
by a great many who are discussing the subject, the Canadian fets no
better prices in the United States and no advantage by shipping his
grain to the United States than he would get by shipping it to Liver-

ol, then why is this measure going to hurt da In the sllghtes}
‘ﬁfﬂn? Of course, 1 think the Canadlan will not agree with that,

nk the Canadian will get a better price if he can ship it here.

Mr. PoMERENE. I have heard my good friend from North Dakota dis-
cuss the question so often, and I know with such smceritiign his pa
and at the same time, I 1.'hink, with such gross error on part, tha
I am afraid he and I can not together at all,

Mr, McCumeEr. I do not wish to get er on the argument; I
gimply wish to know wg. if there is no advantage to the Canadian in
sen Ln%hls wheat into the United States, he would suffer by the bill.

Mr. POMERENE [ have no doubt he has some advantage, but so bas
the United States some advantage.

Fuarther on the Senator from Ohio sald:

It benefits the Canadian perhaps because he has a closer market.

Again referring to the same proposition, that the American
farmer would get no benefit, I then asked the Senator from
Ohio:

But if it does not increase the price of grain to the American farmer,
then how is it adding a tax to the work &mm‘s breakfast ?

Mr., POMERENE. It adds to the price to the workingman because the
tariff is always used by the retailer as an excuse to boost the price,
as everyone knows who has looked into the subject.

I wish to suggest to the Senator from Ohio that I really think
he underrates the weakness of his own argument. I know that
he is not satisfied with that poor answer. Again I put the sim-
ple question directly to those who claim that we are pulling
the wool over the farmers’ eyes and ask them to answer it: If
the bill will not add one cent to the price of the farmers’ prod-
uct, then how on earth is it golng to add to the cost of the
breakfast table?

Several Senators on the other side of the Chamber have again
and again asserted that we are pulling the wool over the
farmers’ eyes. Mr. President, along in September and October
and up until November last the farmers of my State were ask-
ing not for a mere tariff but they were appealing to the Presi-
dent of the United States to put an embargo upon Canadian
grain. I advised them that there was no law, as I understood
the law, that would allow the President to do so, unless the
exercise of such power might come under the antidumping law,
which would not apply where the imported product was sold in
the Canadian market for home consumption for the same price
for which it was sold for export, and that the only remedy,
therefore, would be the application of a tariff. If the farmers
are pulling the wool over their own eyes, or if we are pulling
the wool over their eyes, and they do not understand the situa-
tion, then why not give them an opportunity to try it and let
them determine who is being fooled in the matter. You say
they will receive no benefit. If they receive no benefit, then the
consumer can not possibly suffer an injury. Again I put the
question to any Senator who can answer it: If the proposed law
would not raise the price of wheat one penny to the American
farmer, then how on earth could it raise the price of flour to
the ultimate consumer?

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President—

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Colorado yield for
a moment, in order that I may propound an inquiry to the
Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I promised the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. Borag] that I would, if the Chair permitted, yield
the floor long enough for him to offer an amendment, which he
has several times attempted to submit. I now yield to him

Mr. BORAH. I offer two amendments to the pending bill
amil:l ask that they be read. It will not take over two minutes
to do so.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY. On page 5 of the bill it is pro-
posed to strike out lines 21, 22, and 23, which read as follows:

24, Mil reserved or conden
processes, ngludlng weightoor 13&13&'535251:"3&"% (!:,e‘er‘littgn &r“%oﬁﬁ
sugar of milk, 5 cents per pound,

Also, on page b, to strike out lines 19 and 20, as follows:

23. Milk, fresh, 2 cents per gallon; cream, 5 cents per gallon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed amendments will lie
on the table.

Mr, THOMAS. Mr, President— ;

Mr. MOSES. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me
for the purpose of offering an amendment to the pending bill?

Mr, THOMAS. I yield.

Mr. MOSES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tha
Senator from New Hampshire will be read.
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The AssisTant SrcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of | Per
the bill after line 4, on page 1, and to insert the following:

And d opon articles, when ungvrted from into
the UnP:{I Statr-s or inta sny ot i iueept ﬁ%m
Virgin Islands, Islandn of Gum Tutuila
ratesord-nty rescribed DLy themtotCanma rmdAnmts,
1909, entitled “An act to 'lEll vide revenue, and encour-
ﬂs‘efeindutcieaotthe ted tutcs.nnd erotherpurpoees.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie
on the table.

Mr. THOMAS. DMr. President, I send to the desk and ask
the Secretary to read an amendment which I offered some days
ago.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment propesed by the
Senator from Colorado will be read.

The AssIsSTANT SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as o new
section at the end of the bill the following:

frc, The revenues derived from the doties herein pmldzd sluzll
m.sﬂtut: a fund and the same is hereby approprinted for the relief
Senm ikl R E R G i T
0

distributed by

here appropriated shall be the of Internal
Reyenue unde-r auch rules and regnhﬂon as he, with the approval of

the Seeretapl;r '].‘m.ﬁ:‘? shall &rovide.
The reli herein pmvlﬁ for shall mot be extended to any persom
after his or her reemployment, whether by former employer or in

other voeations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie
on the fable.

Mr. THOMAS resumed the speech begun by him on Saturday
last. After having spoken for some time,

Mr. TRAMMELIL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to
me for the purpose of sending an amendment to the desk to be
read in conformity with the rule?

Mr. THOMAS, I yield.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to make an in-
quiry of the Senate of the United States. Does it want to act
under any rules, or does it want to do just as it pleases? There
is an unqualified rule here to the effect that no Senator shall
be inferrupted for the purpose of introducing a.bill er an
amendment, and that the Chair himself ghall enforce the rule.

Mr. THOMAS. DMr. President, I do not want to violate the
rule, as far as I am concerned ; but speakers in this Chamber
ever sinece I have been here have yielded the floor from time
to time for that identical purpose.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Exactly; and the Chair does not
eare anything about it, except that the rule puts the responsi-
bility upon the Chair. If the Chair enforces the rule, Senators
become irritated. If the Chair does not enforce it, they see him
in his ehamber and ingquire why he does not de it. The Chair
does not care ahbout it one way or the other, but that is what
the rule provides.

Alr. TRAMMELL. Mr, President, if the Senator will yield
for a moment, I merely presented the amendment at this time
because, under the cloture rule, it has to be sent to the desk
and read prior fo the vote to bring debate to a close.

Mr, THOMAS. I do not think a rule of that kind should be
observed when an application for cloture is pending. However,
I shall eonform myself to it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the
amendment. The Chair only desired to call attention to the
rule. The Chair does not care anything about it.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

On page 2, line 21, after the word * Iemons." Insert the following:
“ Linfes, oranges, grapefruit, and shaddocks

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the
table.

Mr. THOMAS resumed his speech. After having spoken for
some time,

Mr. PHIPPS. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to mse,
that I may submit an amendment and have it read?

Mr. THOMAS, I yield for that purpo

The PRESIDING OFFICEL (AIr. Wu,us in the ¢hair). The
amendment will be read:

The Assistant Svecretur:s' read as follows:

On page 6, after line 24, Insert the following

"o ungsten-bearing ores and concentmtes, £9 per unit or tm:g-
stic trioxide therein eontained, a be.ln?' bereln defined a per
cent of a short ton of 2,000 tgmnds. name. 20 pounds ot 't

irfoxide ; metallle tungsten gsten pow er, ferrotunfmn. erro~
tungsten powder. scrap steel cautainlng tunfu en fit ¥ to bﬂ' re-
nfnct'nr d.rm:

tun an& all other mlts o

stee ? ols, and other mnnu.fal.'tur uﬂe.(les mlda of or c:m:t:afn

nmgstm. and all a,lloy steels containin and all other com
unds containing tun not edlgmll ¥ prov ﬂed for in this se:-
n, nine-tenths of 1 eent per of each of sald substances or mate-

rials for each per cent or fraction thcm{ of tungsten contained therein ;

high-speed tungsten steel, tools, and other manufactured articles made

of or containing tungsten. and all alloy steels contalning tungsten, 85

per cent ad valorem: Provided, That the provisions of this paragraph

ball n deem

stances” .‘ir“:m:.?i‘ Ry R Rl i e

o phmemf < G‘E:“ 231;1: the following: “and 20)," and insert

mﬂ)l.l‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will le on the
e.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield.

Mr, SIMMONS. It is quite apparent that with these amend-
ments coming in as they are to-day, when we get to a vote we
shall have a very, very large tariff bill. In view of the fact
that all the amendments have to be presented and read before
we vote on the eloture question—and we have to vote to-morrow
at 1 o'clock—I wish to ask unanimous consent that all the

amendments, including amendments coming in to-day and those

that have been offered heretofore, be printed together, so that
we may know exactly what is the size of the bill and the amend=
ments we shall have to vote on. Let ithem be printed together
and placed on the desks of Senators.

Mr. McCUMBER. Does the Senator wish to include in that
request the amendment proposing a codification of the Statutes
of the United States?

Mr. SIMMONS. No; I will agree to eliminate that.

Mr. McCUMBER, Amendments that have been offered with
no objeetion are to be presumed to have been read?

Mr. THOMAS. The Vice President did not so rule this
morning,

Mr. SIMMO\S. I mean that they will actually have the
right, in the eventuality of cloture, to be considered.

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will exclude the proposed
revised code from his request, I shall have no objection.

Mr. SIMMONS. I think we will be able to dispose of that
amendment more easily than we will some of the amendments
which double and probably more than double the protective
duties now imposed upon manufactured as well as upon agri-
cultural products.

Mr. McCUMBER. The peint I am making is one in good
faith, the Senator must understand.

Mr SIMMONS. If the amendments are adopted, those which
have been offered, there will be no longer an emergency agri-
cultural bill, but an emergency manufacturers' bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection fo the request
of the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the unanimous-consent requnest
may be stated?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be stated by the Secre-
tary.

The AssisTANT SEcRETARY. The Senator from North Caro-
lina asks unanimous consent for the adoptien of the following
order: That all amendments presented and read to the Senate
upon the pending emergeney tariff bill be printed in one copy
and placed upon Senators’ desks.

Mr, HARRISON. May I ask if the Senator from North Caro-
lina will consent and will the Senate consent that amendments
which are intended to be proposed to the emergeney tarifl
bill, instead of being read under the rule touching the matfer,
be presenfed and not go through the formality of being read?

AMr. THOMAS. Tbhe Vice President, occupying the chair this
morning, ruled, and I think correctly, that under our cloture
rule all nmenﬂments to be voted upon, in the event the Senate
decides for eloture, nrust have been read to the Senate.

Mr. HARRISON. I thought, perbaps, the Senate itself, by

unanimous consent, could change that proposition so that they

may be presented whether read or not.

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not understand that to be the role. I
understand that only those amendments offered between now
and the time when cloture is ordered, if at all, must be read.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator is mistaken, because I asked
the question, having introduced two amendments some tinve ago,
and the ruling was as I have stated.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does the Senator mean to say an amendment
that has been pending for a week has to be read before it is
eompetent to be offered?

Mr, THOMAS. Yes; under the rule.

Mr. SIMMONS. I must express my astonizhment at that
ruling.

Mr. SMOOT. I asked particularly of the Presiding Oflicer,
when the Yice President was in the chair, whether that was the
construction of the rule, and he replied that it was.

Mr. THOMAS, I asked it because of mry pending amendment,

Mr. SIMMONS. The language of the rule may justify that
construetion, but, in my judgment, no such purpose was in the
mind of the Senate when the rule was adopted.
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Mr. THOMAS. That is a different proposition.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from North Carolina? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

Ar. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to
propose a unanimous-consent request?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent that all amend-
mrents which are proposed to the pending bill to be voted on
‘after 1 o'clock upon the adoption of the cloture rule, should it
\be adopted, shall be presented before the time of voting on that
rule, but that they need not be read.

Mr. SMOOT. I did not quite understand the request. Will
the Senator repeat it?

i Mr. HARRISON, I am asking unanimous consent to change
.the rule to this extent, that the amendments may not be read,
ibut must be presented before the time of voting on the cloture
rule to-morrow,

I Mr. SMOOT. I object, because the ruling has already been
ﬁn;ﬂc ;Jy the Vice President that that can not be done under
. rule.

| Mr. THOMAS resumed his speech. After having spoken for
some time,

Mr. SMOOT. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment to
offer an amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sepator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield with pleasure.

Mr. SMOOT., I offer an amendment fo House bill 15275,
which I ask may be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as
requested.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment pro-
posed by the committee relating to sugar, sirups of cane juice,
and so forth, embraced in lines 13, page 4, down to and in-
cluding line 16, page 5, insert the following:
tank bott f cane julee,
melada, concrete and%c:;g?gedommj. testl
not above T3 d e-hun
pound, and for every
Sactigoa of s dagree i propertion: mo
degrees, 15 per cent ad walorem ; téxtl.ng above 40 and not
above 56 rees, 2% cents per gallon; testing above DB d
cents per n; Bugar BUgAT BW
ject to duty as molasses or sngar, as the case may a
polariscopic test. That the duties in this paragraph
are in addition to the rates of du on such &
laws, and shall in no manner affect or impair such

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will
lie on the table.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just a word. I suppose there
are very few Senators who will know just what the amendment
Jneans without going into the figures. The present law imposes
a duty of 1 cent per pound after the 20 per cent Cuban differen-
;tlal is deducted ; and this simply means that it will be 2 cenis
instead of 1, or 1 cent additional. '

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colo-
rado permit me to ask a question of the Senator from Utah?
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. THOMAS, I yield.

Mr. SIMMONS., I understand the SBenator to say that the
additional tax which he proposes is only 1 cent.
| Mr. SMOOT. Just 1 cent a pound.

Mr. SIMMONS. That would make the tax a little over 1
cent.
| Mr. SMOOT. It would make it 2 cents and a fraction, I
{think it is three one-thousandths of a cent above 1 cent.
| Mr, SIMMONS. That would raise the Cuban sugar, duty
paid, to a little over 6 cents.

Mr. SMOOT. On to-day's market.

Mr. SIMMONS. At to-day's price?

Mr. SMOOT. No; it would only raise it to 5§ cents.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator, of course, must include, in
addition to the Cuban farmer’s price, the cost of hauling to the
!ports, which brings it up to about 4 cents, as I am advyised.

Mr. SMOOT. The market price was 4§ cents the other day.
T did not notice what it was this morning, but this would add a
leent to it.

Mr, SIMMONS. Let me ask the Senator—I am asking him
|because he is very well posted about these matters—what is the
differential now in favor of refined sugar?

Mr. SMOOT. I think it is 1.53 cents.

Mr. SIMMONS. That would be 7.53, or 7% cents. Now, if
.you add the jobber’s profit, and the retailer’s profit, I suppose

melada, concentrated
by the polariscope
of 1 cent tper

that would bring the sugar in this country up to from 10 to 11
cents a pound?

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that it should not do
that. I notice from an advertisement in the paper that the
retail price in the District of Columbia is 8 cents.

Mr. SIMMONS. I know it is, now.

Mr. SMOOT. So that if we only add 1 cent more, it should
not add more than 1 cent to that price, which is 9 cents. It
simply means an addition of 1 cent a pound.

Mr, THOMAS resumed his speech, which will be published
gﬁrdeaﬁer, Upon the conclusion of his remarks Mr, THoMAs

I ask, Mr. President, in view of the ruling of the Chair, that
the amendment I have offered may now be read, and I will then
yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McLeax in the chair),
The Secretary will read the amendment,

Mr. HARRISON. I have several amendments to offer that
are of some length and which it will take some time to read.
There are several speeches to be made this afternoon. I under-
stand two or three Senators want to discuss the bill, and I
want to say something about it. I was wondering if we counld
present these amendments now and have them read a little

pX

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado insist upon the reading of his amendment?

Mr. THOMAS., I do not want to take charices. I am per-
feetly willing, of course, if it ean be done, that an hour shall be
set apart for the reading of the amendments; but, inasmuch as
I anncunced when I began this morning that during my discus-
sion I would present this amendment, as required by the rule,
I would like to have it read.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?
I have a very short amendment, consisting of only two lines,
and I would like to have it read.

Mr. HARRBRISON. Can we not agree that between 5 and 6
o'clock all amendments presented shall be read, the one offered
by the Senator from Celorado to be given the preference?

Mr. McCUMBER. I was going to suggest, Mr. President, that
on an amendment like this—a very long amendment—ywe might
have unanimous consent that the reading of it by the title be
full compliance with the rule with reference to the reading of
amendments under the cloture rule.

Mr. POMERENE. Then I suggest that we have the amend-
ments printed in the REcorp as if they had been read in full.

Mr. McCUMBER. The reason why I do not wish to include
that is because an amendment like the one offered by the Sen-
ator from Colorado is already printed, and there are some
amendments which have been offered that are so long that, of
course, it would be impossible to get them printed in a week.

Mr. HABRISON. When I offered the recodifieation of laws
proposition I did not ask fo bave it printed. I can make it the
subject of a separate request before the hour set to-morrow.

AMr, RANSDELL. Will the Senator from North Dakota re-
peat his request? I did not happen to be in the Chamber, and
I have two or three amendments in which I am inferested. So
I would like to know what the request is.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. THoass]
requested, as a part of his remarks, that the amendment which
he had just presented, which I believe is the immigration bill,
should be read. To avoid the necessity of consuming time in
reading it, I suggested a unanimous-consent agreement that the
bill which has just now been offered as an amendment should
be read by its title only, and that that should be considered a
sufficlent compliance with the rule to entitle the same to be
offered as an amendment to the tariff bill, if a cloture rule
should be adopted.

Mr. RANSDELL. The Senator’s request applies simply to
that one particular amendment, but not to all amendments?

Mr., McCUMBER. Not to all amendments, because it will
take only a few moments t¢ read those which are very short.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President——

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Arizona.

Mr. ASHURST. I offer a very short amendment, which I ask
to have read and printed and lie on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
amendment.

The ReapiNe Crerx. In the item relating to cotton, on page
3, line 11, strike out the numeral “7" and insert in lien
thereof the numeral “380,” so as to read “380 cents per
pound.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will lie on the
table. The Senator from North Dakota asks unanimous con-
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sent that the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado

be read by ifs title. Without objection, the Secretary will read.
The reading clerk read the caption of the amendment, and it

was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows:

On page 4, after section 4, add the following:

* 8EC. b. The term * United States’ means the United States and any
waters, territory, or_ other place subject to the jurisdiction thereof
except the Isthmian Canal Zone and the th%me Islands ; but if any
alien, or any alien seaman, leaves the Canal Zone or any insular pos-
session of the United Btates and attempts to enter any other place
under the jurisdiction of the United States nothing con{a.ined in this
act shall be construed as permitti;lﬁ him to enter under any other con-
ditiutxlm ]than those applicable to aliens, or to all alien seamen, re-
spectively ;

“ The term ‘ Immigration act’ means the act of February 5, 1917, en-
titled ‘An act to regulate the immigration of aliens to, and the resi-
dence of aliens in, the United Btates '; and the term * immigration laws’
includes such act and all laws, conventions, and treaties of the United
Stl:ttea relating to the immigration, exelusion, or expulsion of allens;
an

“ The word ‘ alien ' includes any person not a native-born or natural-
ized citizen of the United States, but this definition shall not be held
to include Indians of the United States not taxed nor citizens of the
islands under the jurisdiction of the United States.

“ 8gc. 6. Except as otherwise provided in this act, from 60 days
after the passage of this act, and until the expiration of 14 months
next after its passage, the immigration of allens to the United States is

rohibited, and during such time it shall not be lawful for any alien
0 enter the United States from any foreign port or place, or, having so
entered, to remain within the United States.

“BEc. 7. (a) Section 2 shall not apply to otherwise admissible
aliens lawfully resident in the United States, nor to otherwise admissible
aliens of the following status or occupations, when complying with the
requirements of this section and with all other provisions of the im-
migration laws:

1) Government officials, their families, attendants, servants, and
employees.

! (2{ Travelers or lempormg gojourners for pleasure or business who
may enter the United States during the time of pension of i igra-
tion for a period not exceeding six months each, which period may be
extended in individual cases by the Secretary of State.

“(3) Bona flde students who may enter the United States solely for
the purpose of study at educational institutions particularly designated
b em ; and upon graduation, completion, or discontinuance of studies
\‘.gey shall not be entitled to remain in the United States.

“(4) Ministers of any religious denomination.

“(b) An alien belonging to one of the classes or persons enumerated
in subdivision (a) shall be permitted to enter the United States only
upon presentation of a valid passport or other official document in the
nature of a passport (hereinafter referred to as a passport) satisfac-
torily establishing his identity, nationality, and to which of the
classes 80 e ated he belongs, together with a signed and certified

hotograph of the bearer attached, A wife, or a female child under
51 years of age, or a male child under 16 years of age, may be included
in the m&port of a husband or parent, but a photograph of each must
be attached to the passport. Each male child 16 years of age or over
must carry a separate passport.

“{e) Each such passport must be viséed by an American consulate,
or a diplomatic mission if specially authorized, in the country from
which the holder starts on his trip to the United States, and if such
country is not the country to which he owes allegiance the passport
must also be viséed by a diplomatic or consular officer therein of his
own country. In all cases the passport must also be viséed by an Amer-
fean consulate, or the diplomatic mission if specially authorized, in the
coun from which the alien embarks for the United States, or if he
comes land, the country by which he enters the United States,

“(d) i:ao.h alien coming within the provigions of this section, except
a duly accredited Government official, must furnish to the Amerlecan
diplomatic or consular officer who visés the passport in the foreign
country from which he starts on his trip to the United States, and to
the American authorities at the port of entry or elsewhere in the
United States, a written declaration setting forth: (1) The date and
place of the bearer's birth: (2) the nationality and race of his father
and mother; (3) the place of the bearer's last foreign residence and
the other places, if any, where he has resided within the past five years,
and what has been his occupation during that period; (4) if he has
ever been in this country, the dates and objects of his visits and the

laces and addresses where he resided or sojourned; (5) the date set
For his departure for the United States, the port of embarkation, and
the name of the ship on which he is to sail, if he goes by water; (6)
names and addresses of persons acouainted with the applicant in the
country from which he starts and in the United States, If any; (7) the
expected duration and object of his proposed visit to this country, the
documentary or other agmors of such objects submitted, and the place
or places in the United States where he expects to sojourn or reside;
(8) that the bearer knows and understands the provisions of the im-
migration laws, excluding certain classes of aliens from the United
States, and iz certain that he does not fall within any of such classes;
{Jﬂ) that the bearer understands that if, on arrival at a port of the

nited States, he is found to be a member of a class excluded by the
immigration laws, he will be deported if practicable, or, if for any rea-
son deportation should be found to be impracticable, will be held in
detention in an immigration station or other place of confinement, and
that he is, with full understanding thereof, assuming all risks involved
in a pessible return trip in consequence of being rejected under such

w.
“(e) A wife or minor c!‘xi!d who does not expect to reside with the
husband or father in the United States must carry a separate declara-

tion.

“(f) Each declaration must be affirmed or sworn to before a con-
gular officer, or a diplomatic officer of the United States if specially
authorized, and signed in triplicate, and a photograph of the declarant
must be attached to each copy with an impression of the official geal.
The declaration must be made at least two weeks before the date of
intended departure, except in cases of extraordinary emergency. One
copy of the declaration must be filed in the embassy, legation, or con-
su?nte by which the passport is first viséed, one copy forwarded im-
mediately to the Commissioner of Immigration or inspector in charge at
the port of entry by which the declarant expects to enter the United
States, and one copy fastened to the passport of the declarant in such
a way that it may be removed upon his departure from the United
States. The copy last mentioned must be presented with the passport

to the official at the port of entry into this country who examines pass-
ports, and to the immigration official who inspects the holder, and to
such other officials in the United States as may be authorized to inspect
su::h documents,

‘SEc. 8. (n) A citizen of the United States 21 years of age or over,
who is a resident of the United States, may, under regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary of Labor, apply to him for permission to bring
into the United States or send for an otherwise admissible wife,
parent, grandparent, unmarried son or brother under 21 years of age

unmarried or widowed daughter, or sister, grandson under 16 years ui
aie whose father is dead, or unmarried or widowed granddaughter
whose father is dead: and any alien who has de

clared, in the manner
provided by law, his intention to become a citizen of the United States,
and who is a resident of the United States, may make like application
in reference to an otherwise admissible husband or wife, unmarried son
under 21 years of age, or unmarried or widowed daughter; but ne
application may be made under this paragraph in the case of any rela-
tive by adogtlon.

“(b) If the Secretary of Labor is satisfied that the entry into the
United States of such relative would not be in violation of the immi-
gration laws, and that sueh relative is likely to prove a desirable resl-
dent of the United States, he may issue a ?ermlt to the applicant, under
such regulations as he may prescribe, which shall authorize the immi-
gration officers at the port of entry to examine such relative upon ar-
rival at such port. Thereafter the right of such relative to admission
shall be as provided by the immigration laws, except that it shall not
be subject to the act entitled ‘An act to prevent in time of war de-
parture from and entry into the United States, contrary to the public
safety, approved May 22, 1918 or to the provisions of any proclama-
tion, order, rule, or regulation made thereunder, and except that the
literacy test may, in the discretion of the Seeretary of Labor, be walved
in the case of such relative,

“ BecC. 0, Nuthing in section 2 shall be held to prevent the importa-
tion of skilled labor under the conditions preseribed in the fourth
proviso to section 3 of the immigration act, nor to the importation of
persons emplo as domestic servants.

“ Bec, 10. The joint resolution approved October 19, 1918, entitled
* Joint resolution authorizing the readmission to the United States of
certain aliens who have been conseripted or who have volunteered for
service with the military forces of the United States or cobelligerent
forces ' is hereby amended by adding thereto a proviso reading as fol-
lows: * Provided, That if any such alien shall on arrival at a port of
the United States be found to be affiicted with a loathsome or con-
tagious disease, such allen shall not be readmitted until he shall have
beemn treated in hospital and the disease reduced to a noncontagious
stage.

* 8gc. 11, During the period of suspension provided for in section 2
otherwise admissible allens who have resided continuously in the Do-
minion of Canade, Newfoundland, the Republic of Cuba, or the Re-
public of Mexico for at least one year may be temporarily admitted,
for & period not exceeding six months, from such countries, under such
rules govarnin;i entry, inspection, temporary stay, and departure as may
be prescribed by the Commissioner (General of Immigration, with the
approval of the Becretary of Labor.

“ 8rC, 12, Any alien who at any time after entering the United States
is found to have been at the time of entry not entitled under this act
to enter the United States, or to have remained therein for a longer
time than permitted under section 3 or section 7, shall be taken into
custody and deported in the manner provided for in sections 19 and 20
of the immigration act.

“ 8ge, 18. The provisions of sectlons 18 and 20 of the immigration
act, assessing a penalty for failure or refusal to am&;, to detain, or
guard safely, to return, and to transport to foreign tination aliens
excluded or expelled from the United States, or to pay maintenance and
deportation expenses of aliens, or for making any charge for the return
of excluded or expelled aliens, or for taking any security for the pay-
ment of such charge, or for taking any consideration from allens to be
returned In case of landing, or for bringing to the United States any
deportea aliens within a year from date of deportation without the
consent of the Secretary of Labor, shall apply to and be enforced in
connection with the provisions of this act relating to the exclusion or
expulsion of aliens,

“ Spe, 14, Willfully to give false evidence or swear to any false state-
ment in connection with the enforcement of this act shall constitute
pc?ury as such offense is defined in section 18 of the immigration act;
and the provisions of sections 16 and 17 of the immigration act, pre-
seribing methods of procurinfaevidence cnucerninﬁ aliens, and defining
offenses and prescribing punishments therefor, shall apply to and be
enforced in connection with the provisions of this act.

“ 8rc. 15. Any gersnn who substitutes any name for the name written

in any document herein required, or any photograph for the photograph
attached to any such document, or forges or In any manner alters any
such document, or falsely personates ang person named in any such
document, or issues or utters any forged or fraudulent document, or
resents to ap immigrant inspector or other Government official any
orged or fraudulent document, and any person other than the one to
whom there has been duly issued any document prescribed by this act
who presents to an immigrant inspector or other Government official
any such document, shall be guilty of a felony and upon conviction
thereof shall in cases where no other ‘ﬁgnnlty is required by law be fined
in a sum not cxceoding" $1,000 or be imprisoned for a term of not more
than five years, or both.

“ Bpe. 16. The Commissioner General of Immigration shall, with the
approval of the Secretary of Labor, issue such regulations, not incon-
sﬁtent with law, as may be deemed necessary and appropriate to place
this act in full force and operation (except that regulations for the
viséing of passports under section 3 shall be made by the SBecretary of
State}. Such regulations shall include special rules for the applica-
tion of this act to the cases of aliens coming to the United States from
or through contiguous foreign territory, and to the cases of allens en-
tering across the land boundaries for temporary stay or at frequent in-
ervals; also special ruleg to insure that the provisions of this act, of
the immigration act, or of any law, convention, or treaty relating to
immigration shall not be viclated by allens arrlviu% at ports of the
United States employed on vessels as seamen, and that, at the same
time, the enforcement of such laws shall not interfere with the opera-
tlon of the act approved March 4, 1915, entitled ‘An act to promote
the welfare of American seamen in the merchant marine of the United
States, to abolish arrest and imprisonment as a penalty for desertion,
and to secure the abrogation of treaty provisions in relation thereto, and
to promote safety at sea.'

“ 8ec. 17. The provisions of this act are in addition to and not in
substitution for the provisions of the Immigration laws."”
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AMr, McOUMBER. I further ask unanimuos consent that this
reading shall be held to be a full compliance with the cloture
rule reguiring un amendment to be read when itis presented.

The PRESIDING -OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so
crdered.

NMr. THOMAS. Then, of course, this amendment of mine is
pending wifhout having been read in full.

Afr. RANSDELL. Mr. President——

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Louisiana.

Mr. RANSDELL. I merely wish to present a brief amend-
ment, which I will ask to have read. I would like, if the Sena-
tor will yield .« moment longer, to present to have read two
other mmendments, one offered by my colleague, the Senator
'from Lonisiana IMr. Gax], and the other by myself, so that
‘they may be considered under the cloture rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the
amendments.

The Nuapixg Cresk. On page 2, between lines 23 and 24,
insert:

Camphor,
valorem,

Mr. RANSDELL. I ask that the other two amendments may
be read, so that they will comply with the rule. They are very
short.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read.

The REapiNa CrErK. Amendment intended to be proposed by
Alr. Gay:

ernde natural, refined, and syothetic, 50 per cent ad

aﬁe 4, after line 8, insert the following:
b 18p ngars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane jnice, melada, concen-
tmte? n.dat goncrg%% azlf emzscentmtegn t‘}nnnﬂ - a?gzt-;niﬂ lfi ‘the

olariscope not above cen T po &

egree wn by the lsc?xpe tas%e sevunty-clsh t one-thousandths of
1 cent per pound add uonal nnd fractions of a degree 1n proportion ;
molasses testing not above 40 45 per cent ad valorem 5 bmr
40° and not above ﬁi?m 68 ecents per gallon ; teeth: ahove '56

15#
per gallon. Bugar o d

as "molasses or su

of d d 96°
Cu'ega be%]:l;p;lm

the prl?:e in the ety
ed States of

sugar uced

of
and imported from
or shall lncrease the

sugars g B gty el ptg.} und, or shall increa
n
the price Li:z the ynrts of t}:lm ‘U Btates thut bave mna

th { refining, or rs fit for direct human consump-
:ior:“gyong 10 u par pound, then ? duty herein named
the : ptgi ;;:r.ven t.h: n‘.lxi:;:la-l::ea of such
heyond respecti _herel:n

4, line 6 tulertammmn!‘ter figure 135, sirike

out “and ™ an inaem after fignre 17 “ and 18."

Amendment 4intended to be preposed by Mr. RANSPELL :
Pagn Jine 1, strike out * three-eighths” and “insert * ome-
eightcl‘n,

#0 a5 to read:
& vinga:tnpleutuinchnsnr more in dength, T cents per
pound.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These amendments will lie on
the table.

Mr. HARRISON and Mr. TOWNSEND addressed ‘the Chair,

The PRESIDING QFFICHER. The Senator from Mississippi
has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Did the Senator rise to make a speech?

Mr. HARRISON. I was going to endeavor to make a short
speech. Dees ‘the Senntor desire to make a speech?

Mr. TOWNSEND, I desire to fake a very few minutes of
the time of the Senate. T never make a long speech. I wigh
1o eccupy only a few minutes,

Alr. HARRISON. 1 should like 1o accommeodate the Senator.
How long will the Senator take?

Alr, TOWNSEND. Ten or fifteen minutes.

Mr. HARRISON. If I can get Tecognition afterwards, 1
yield.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, it is golng to be very (diffi-
cult for me to express [in proper langunge the feelings that I
have in reference to the present parliamentary situation. I
thawve, however, felt that we were not only doing a wvain thing,
mnd one that is admitted to be sneh to begin avith, but that we
gre wasting very precious time of the Benate which ought to
be devoted to something else.

It is said that mnnyar‘thememu-es which are now before
the Congress can go over until the next session, wliich, of course,
#s true, and which probably will be the result, but I had assumed
ihat the country and the Senate were impressed with the fact
that ‘the next Congress had some ispecial : dutis to perform, te
avhich its elmost mndivided attention would ‘be directed. The
fariff bill, part of which is now before us, it is admitted will |
‘have to be considered at the special session, as will be the case

,:th all other fiseal legislation. The question of our foreign
lntions is to come up at that time. These are important mat- |

ters. The new Congress sheuld not be -diverted to matters of
appropriations at that time.

The pending bill, however, is iotroduced as emergency legis-
lation and with the absolute certainty that if we shall pass it,
it will be veioed. It is admitted here, however, that so long
as the bill is before the Senate our Democratic friends are golng
to talk against it or for it, and if it shall be passed, they are
still going to continue fo talk about it until the end -of the
session. Our Republican friends say that if the cleture fails
to-morrow, they are still going to hold the bill before the Senate,
which means, if Senators are correct, that nothing else can be
considered at this session of Congress.

Mr. President, I have very dittle sympathy with the proposition
to amend the tariff piecemeal. Almost frem the beginning of
legislation this session we have been -ostensibly legislating for
the farmer. The farmer has come to know that he is being
fooled. He Eknows that much of the legiglation enacted in his
name or interest is in reality for the supposed political benefit
of many of its advocates. For days we held before the Senate
the nitrate bill, in the interest of the farmer. We all know now
that it was notin the interest of the farmer, and he knows it, too.

We are now holding a bill here in the interest of the farmer,
and we see the spectacle of Senator after SBenator rising to ask
that it be amended with a proposition to secure protection for
his particular locality. If it is politics that is prompting this
side of the Senate to bring up the measure and force it at this
time under existing circumstances, then I must submit that it is
mighty poor polities.

I desire to have the tariff bill considered on’ its merits, I
am o protectionist. I believe that that policy, properly applied,
isin the interest of all the people of the United Btates. It is
now proposed by the amendments offered to make a general
revision of the tariff out of an emergency tariff bill. I think
everyone must concede that proper attention can mot be given
to it now and that the resulf is going to be most disappeinting
amli, I repeat, & vain thing in the end, because it ean not become
a law.

Mr. President, I realize that Senators are introducing amend-
ments here, knowing that it is a political thing that we are
discpssging, for 'the purpose of embarrassing other BSenators
when ‘it comes to a vote on those amendments; and yet they do
not want to lose the opportunity of gettjnginto the Recorp a
showing to their constituents that they have been faithful to
:t.he interests of those canstituents. The business of the eceuntry

is disturbed at present and in no condition for time here to be
wasted in vain effort to get some liftle political advantage on
one gide or the other. I recognize the fact that if the original
emergency bill as passed by the House had been enacted inte
Jaw immediately it might pessibly have brought some relief, I
kave some doubt even about that. I think it is unscientific legis-
lation, and nsnally the temporary mensures that are passed in an

emergency result in .detriment rather -than benefit to the very
peaple whom -t s sought to benefit.

So, Mr. President, I am greatly distorbed. I am in charge
«of an y tion bill which can, of course, go over until the
next session, when the same work will have o be taken up again
and the time of the Congress occupied when it ought to be
devoted to the matters that will be bronght before Con-
igress at that time. I had hoped -that when it was discovared
«or disclosed beyond peradventure of doubt that the bill could
not become a law at this time, that faet might be a
and the matter laid waaside and the regular business of fhe
.Senate proceeded with. I have been urged not to bring up the
gppropriation bill to which I have referred, and I have recog-
mzadthexnrcen!thsnrgummt,becanselnm told that fhe same
filibuster which is maintaining now would be exerted on that
bill if I should bring it mp.

Other .apprepriation bills are awaifing the action of the
Congress .and especially of the Senate at fhis time. I hope
if .cloture should be defeatedl to-morrow that we may at least
proceed svith the business ef the Benate, in order that action
may be obtained upon measures which should become laws at
this session.

I have said this much because I have félt very deeply the
waste of time. No one is getting any benefit from the debate.
It is not debate of the high character which is beneficial to the
«conntry, but it is mere or less tainted by selfishness. I said 1
am @ protectionist because I believe in ithe principle of it, and
I believe a properly made tariff takes into consideration all
those industries of the eountry which shoild be maintained here
.and which eost more to maintain. due to labor than it does to
maintain ‘them in competing .countries. I want the whole coun-
try considered as @ unit and its relations established and
recognized. That kind of a tariff is what the .country wants.
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That is what the country expects and what it ought to get. But
how we are confusing things now by considering these various
special matters. Consider the spectacle of these amendments
coming in here, offered by men who have no sympathy with a
protective tariff, but who feel that it is for their interest to be
protectionists in their locality, to recognize the tariff as a local
issue instead of a great national policy whieh, if properly car-
ried out, means, in my judgment, the welfare of the whole
country and of all of its people. I know we are injuring the
very thing that we are seeking to accomplish or that we ought
at least to seek to accomplish.

To-morrow if the vote for cloture is defeated, because I recog-
nize it will be futile to do so before, I am, if opportunity pre-
sents, going to move to take up the Post Office appropriation
bill. If Senators on the other side or on this side desire to
filibuster against legitimate legislation of that kind, they can
do so and they must assume the responsibility for their action,
but I am geoing to attempt at least to give the Senate an oppor-
tunity to proceed with some of the business of the Senate, with
the possible hope of accomplishing something before we adjourn.

Mr., HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. TowxseExp] before he closed proceeded to build up a
straw man and strike him dewn. He, like other Senators on
the other side of the aisle, has been trying to create the im-
pression that there was a filibuster in the Senate against the
pending emergency tariff bill. If Senators on that side had
utilized their time in a free and candid and open discussion of
the provisions of the bill, the country would be better off,

Filibuster? There has been only 1 hour and 45 minutes of
discussion of the bill by any Senator on the other side of the
aisle in its faver, and that time was taken up by the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. McCusmBer], who has been faithful
to the responsibilities that have been imposed upon him in hav-
ing charge of the bill. He made a speech of 1 hour and 45 min-
utes on wheat. No other Senafor on that side of the aisle, since
the bill has been reported by the commitiee, has attempted to
justify any of the provisions in the bill. Yhen we who are op-
posed to the measure attempt a free discussion of it, attempt to
point out the iniquities in it and the dangers that lurk within
its provisions, then we are charged with conducting a filibuster.

I dare say that there has been less time consumed in the dis-
cussion of the pending bill up to the present moment than has
been the case with any other important measure which was
ever submitted to the Senate; and yet, for the second time in
the history of the Senate of the United States, it is now proposed
to gag the minority, to hamstring thenr, and so restrict them
that a free discussion of the merits of the bill can not be en-
tered into and the defects of the bill and the burdens which
it would place upon the backs of the people exposed. Previous
to the present occasion only once has the cloture rule been in-
voked in the Senate of the United States, and that was after an
important question had been discussed not only for weeks, not
only for months, but almost for a year. That question was as to
the ratification of the treaty of Versailles.

In reference to the time devoted to other tariff bills, I note
that the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill was taken up for considera-
tion in the Senate on April 19, 1909. It passed the Senate on
July 8, 1909. There were practically three months of discus-
sion on that important tariff bill in the Senate of the United
States, while on the pending tariff bill we have had but an hour
and forty-five minutes’ discussion by any Senator on the other
side in behalf of any provision of the bill.

I note that the Underwood tariff bill was taken up by the
Senate on July 19, 1913, and passed the Senate on September 9,
1913. So there were practically two months of discussion of
the Underwood tariff bill. There was no cloture. It was
proper that there should have been, and there was, a free dis-
cussion of the merits of the bill; but here, with less than an
hour and forty-five minutes of discussion by one Senator on
the other side of the aisle on one provision of the bill, it is pro-
posed to invoke a cloture rule in order to gag us and prevent our
exposing its iniguities.

The nitrate bill, to which the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
TownseND] referred a few moments ago, was discussed here for
four or five weeks before it was passed. There was constant
discussion of the bill by Senators on both sides of the aisle.
The bill providing reciprocity with Canada was reported to the
Senate on June 13, 1911, and passed the Senate July 22, 1911.
There was practically a month and a half of discussion in the
Senate, but cloture was not resorted to in that case.

Oh, Senators of the majority, you are going pretty far when
you even ask us to vote on such a measure as this, but certainly
you should allow those who oppose it opportunity for free dis-
cussion in order that the people of the country may be en-

lightened in reference to its provisions. The bill as reported
contains 18 or more items, all of which are important. Among
them are found someé of the most important items included in
the Payne-Aldrich tariff law or in the Underwood law, and yet
only one Senator, of all the Senators on the other side of the
aisle, has attempted to give his reasons for supporting any of its
provisions, and those reasons were confined only to the provision
touching wheat. Neither the senior Senator from Utah [Mr.
Saoor] nor the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr., WARREN],
who are well versed in the wool schedule, who stood here in
1909 and had to withstand the attacks not only of Democratic
Senators but of Republican-Progressive Senators in their de-
fense of Schedule K of that bill, has attempted to justify what
is proposed to be done in the wool schedule which is contained
in the pending measure.

In my brief discussion of the bill some days ago, I pointed
out a “joker” in the phraseology of the provision touching
wool, which makes the duty imposed on the raw wool not 15
cents but 30 cents, and yet the Senator from Utah has not as
yet attempted to defend the propesition or to explain the pro-
vision relative to wool. So I might follow down the line until
the sugar provisions are reached. The Senator from Lounisiana
[Mr. Raxspenr] attempted to defend the duty proposzed on
sugar; but as to the other provisions of the bill, of which we
have a right to a full explanation, we have not had any charac-
ter of explanation up to the present time.

Senators on the other side of the aisle know that if cloture
should to-morrow be adopted by a two-thirds vote amendments
will be restricted and limited; that debate will be limited; and
no Senator can speak over 60 minutes on any amendment which
may be proposed to the bill or on any provision which it now
contains or on the bill itself.

There may be method in your madness; I do not know. I
know that certain proposed legislation in which the country is
deeply interested, and which passed the other House months
aga and was referred to commitiees of the Senate, has been
allowed to sleep there up until this good day. Senators can
not fool the men who are interested in that legislation. When
they vote for the rule of cloture they prevent such proposed
legislation being offered as amendments to the bill.

Senators on the other side, who are now supporting the hill,
told the soldiers who fought in the late war that they desired
to help them; they have written letters to them and advised
them that if the opportunity presented itself on the floor of
the Senate they would vote for a bonus bill; on the hustings
in their campaign they told the soldier boys that they wanted
to help them; and yet, although back in May or June of last
year the House of Representatives passed a soldiers’ bonus
bill, which when it came here was referred to the great Com-
mittee on Finance of the Senate, the committee which so
quickly reported out the so-called emergency tariff bill in a
week's time after it came to the Senate from the other House,
that bill has been allowed apparently to sleep the sleep of the
just, for it still remains before that committee. Having the
bonus bill in charge, the Committee on Finance could have
added it as an amendment to the pending bill. I signified my
intention of offering it as an amendment to this bill, and asked
the Committee on Finance in considering the emergency tariff
legislation to consider the amendment; to add it as an amend-
ment to the bill; but the Finance Committee voted it down.
Ordinarily that would not defeat the measure; it could be
offered as an amendment on the floor of the Senate, though it
might take a two-thirds vote in order to suspend the rules for
that purpose, but we should have had the opportunity of doing
it. However, if the cloture rule shall be adopted, no amend-
ment which is not germane can be offered, and we shall probably
be estopped from offering the bonus measure as an amendment
to the bill.

So there may be method in the madness of the leaders on the
other side of the aisle in proposing cloture and trying to cram
it down our throats; it may be that they are afraid to face
the American soldier or to vote as to whether or not they are
in favor of granting him a bonus. Senators on the other side
of the aisle who have signed the motion for cloture and who
propose to put it over to-morrow will have to answer to the
soldiers for their action.

There are other amendments which are also important and
which, if cloture shall be adopted, will be excluded from con-
sideration in connection with this measure, I refer, for in-
stance, to the immigration amendment which has been offered
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THoMmAs], who has just
made his able speech criticizing the so-called emergency tariff
bill. Senators on the other side of the aisle know as well as
I do that unless we can get the immigration bill reported eut
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of the committee or otherwise bring that question before the
Senate for discussion and have a vote on it at a very early
date, it will be impossible to pass any legislation on that im-
portant question at this session. The so-called Johnson bill
passed the House some weeks, in fact, I might say months, ago;
it came to the Senate, and the Senate Commitiee on Immigra-
tion have been having prolonged hearings on' the question.
There are some members of the commitiee who are in favor of
reporting out that bill as it was passed by the House and who
have been in favor of voting it out ever since it was referred
to the committee, but a majority of the committee are opposed
to the Johnson bill, in my opinion. 8o it appears to me that
little opportunity will be offered to the majority of the Senate
who at this time are favorable to proposed legislation restrict-
ing immigration into this country to vote their convictions, and,
unless we can consider it in connection with the emergency
tariflf bill, perhaps we shall be estopped during this Congress
from its consideration. -

It has been stated that 15,000,000 foreigners are clamoring
for steerage accommodations in order that they may come to
America. Eastern Europe, it is said, is swarming with people
seeking passports and desirous of coming to this country.
Their coming, of course, can only result in battering down the
present prices of wages and adding to the burdens which now
confront the American people. Of course, I do not believe any
such number as that can possibly come to the United States,
but I believe that the desire is there, and in far too many cases
undesirable elements fronr other countries desirous of coming to
our shores are only prevented from doing so because of the lack
of steamship facilities. It is an important question, par-
ticularly in view of the fact that men are out of employment
from one end of this country to the other, that bread lines have
been formed, and that trucks beneath the railroad cars, which
have not for a long time been used by the blind-baggage fra-
ternity, by those who beat their way, are now filled with tranms
going from one place to another. And so it is as much in-
cumbent upon the Senate of the United States to consider that
question as it is to consider the question now pending before
the Senate,

There is another amendment that I have proposed which, if
this cloture should be adopted, will in all probability be ex-
cluded from the consideration of the Senate. That is an amend-
ment that really proposes to do something for the American
farmrer; yet that amendment carries nothing in its lines that
tries to deceive him, that would hoodwink him, that would
play hypocritically upon his credulity, but it would really
render some service, give some substantial benefit to him. That
amendment which I propose, and which I have been extremely
desirous of having the Senate vote upon and pass, is to create
in this country some rural credit banks, and to have the Gov-
ernment take over enough of their bonds to lend mroney to the
farmers at this time, so they can tide themselves over until
better times come.

I know the deplorable conditions that the farmers of America
in practically every locality throughout the country are now
facing, and I do not believe that the farmers of any part of
the country are in worse straits and have to face greater bur-
dens than the farmers of my State are now confronting; but I
am not willing, Senators, to go against a principle which I have
always held dear or to give my sanction to a measure under which
in order to help one person you have to rob ninety-nine other
persons. I am not willing to indorse by my vote the specious
argument that some of you have made to the farmers since the
beginning of your political careers in the effort to nrake them
believe that a tax on foodstuffs produced in this country, where
we are shipping abroad to the markets of the world and have a
surplus to ship, will protect them.

In my opinion the bill is all wrong from every standpoint;
and yet, with the small amount of explanation that you have
niready given us, with the slight explanation you have made
of only one item in the bill, you propose now under this rule
to invoke cloture in the United States Senate. I am in favor
of a revision of the rules. I have tried as a member of the
Rules Committee of the Senate to revise the rules. I shall
cooperate with every Senator here in a revision of the rules,
but I do not propose at this time to lend my voice and my vote
to a coterie of Senators who would try to invoke a rule to pass
a bill that would add to the burdens of the consumers of the
country.

Let me read what some of the Senators of the Republican
Party have said about this tariff on food products, a surplus
of which is produced in this country and is sold in the markets
of the world.

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

LX—150

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. KELLOGG. I wish to offer a very short amendment and
have it read, if the Senator will permit me.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHErPArp in the chair).
The amendment will be read.

The Journal Clerk read as follows:

On page 2, line 11, insert aft H s ;
5 Etargh sr':!mde from potatoes, 3 ::ntt: upevgoll::gum{) ?unn&“rat‘hilz}o{g!tlgvglggn
23 cents per pound.”

Mr. HARRISON. Here is what the senior Senator from Towa
[Mr. Cuamaans], on the 22d of June, 1909, said in answer to a
question as to whether he believed that the duty on wheat
affected the price of wheat:

Idomot. * « * T want Senators to remember that I come from
a State which probably puts more in value into the channels of trade
every year than any State in the Unlon in agricultural products. We
will this year supply the people of the United States and the ple of
Lo TR L ot St mil e oo el OO0 G
products is directly a.ﬁeftedagy {lhe protgcgis\f:rtariét SUD-PRILRI08 Eheo

That is quite different from the views entertained by the
Senator from North Dakota; but I find here quotations from a
speech that was made by the Senator from North Dakota him-
self on June 22, 1909. Here is what the Senator from North
Dakota then said:

The wheat acreage to-da, y
must be thrown into the v{oﬁdmﬁi athg?e ;u%egéul? e&iotw:hgl;
price of the home product, tariff or no tariff,

I know not what has come over the spirit of the dreams of
the distinguished Senator from North Dakota; but back in the
better days of 1909, when he was an expert on the wheat tariff,
he employs the language that—

The wheat acrea to-day is producing a surplus of wheat which
must be thrown info the world's markef, thereby keeping down the
price of the home product, tariff or no tarlff,

Here is what the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr., NEet-
soN] said on this subject on the 10th of May, 1909. This is good
reading, because it answers the argument that has heen made
by the Senator from North Dakota much better than anything
that I might say or that the Senator from North Carolina might
say. Here is what the Senator’'s colleague, the able Senator
from Minnesota, says:

I do not recall the millions of bushels produced in the State of Min-
nesota, but 1 desire to tell the Senator that the tariff on wheat which
is on the statute books has not done us a particle of good. It would
be like a tariff on cotton, because up to this time we have been export-
Ing from 150,000,000 to 250,000,000 bushels of wheat a year. The price
of our wheat is fixed by the Liverpool price—the export price—and no
duty up to this time has helped us.

Those were the views of Republican Senators who have
studied this question.

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
sippl yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator. I think I should.

Mr. McCUMBER. I presume what the Senator means, and
what the Senator from Minnesota also meant, is that the Ameri-
can price is fixed by the Liverpool price, of course; but the
Liverpool price would be the American price plus the cost of
transportation, would it not?

Mr, HARRISON. I am glad that that explanation suits the
Senator.

Mr. McCUMBER. I am asking the Senator a question. If
he thinks that the Liverpool price fixes the American price, the
American price must necessarily be the Liverpool price, less the
cost of transportation, must it not?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; and the same thing applies to Canada.

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well. At the very time that the Sen-
ator was making that speech, the price at Liverpool and at Min-
neapolis was nearly the same, and had remained practically the
same, irrespective of the matter of transportation, for nearly a
year. Now, if that was true, how did it happen then that the
Liverpool price should govern, if, as a matter of fact, the Min-
neapolis price of wheat, as it was, was quoted here for a long
time exactly the same as the Liverpool price?

I can tell the Senator why that was so, and what I can tell the
Senator will be in full accordance with my quoted statement
which he has just given.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has already attempted to tell
the Senate.

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, but I can tell the Senator. It is not
an attempt to tell, but I ean tell him why it was so.

Mr. HARRISON. I will let the Senator tell in his own time.

Mr. McCUMBER., Very well.

Mr. HARRISON. I am reading from what he said in 1909.

Mr. McCUMBER. That is absolutely correct,
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Mr. HARRISON. It is quite different from the position the
Senator is taking in this debate.

Mr, McCUMBER. It is not one whit different from the posi-
tion that the Senator has taken to-day.

Mr. HARRISON. Then we are together.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator has taken a little portion of
what was said, He has not followed the argument that was
made at that time. There is no question but that when we
have a large surplus that large surplus necessarily affects the
price of wheat; but the Senator has never heard me say at any
time that n tariff did not benefit us at all, Of course, a big
surplus will depress the market, tariff or no tariff. That is
true, [

Mr. HARRISON. Why, of course, a big surplus affects the
market.

Mr. McCUMBER, No one has ever denied that.

Mr. HARRISON. And it affects it just as much in Canada
as it affects it in the United States; and the only reason why
there Is any difference between the Winnipeg market and the
Minneapolis market is about the same reason that there is a
difference between the Minneapolis market and the Chicago
market. I remember when I was a boy down in southern
Mississippi that the great market for long-staple cotton was
Vicksburg, Long trains of cotton went from distant points to
Vicksburg, because that was a place where the farmers could
fingd a petter market. It is true everywhere that one place may
be a better market for certain products than another place, and
Minneapolis may be a better market than Winnipeg; but the
price of wheat is fixed in the markets of the world, and Liver-
pool fixes the price of wheat.

Mr. McCUMBER. Why should Duluth, which is on one side
of the lake, quote for years a price above Port Arthur, on the
other side of the lake, when wheat on both sides can be shipped
to Liverpool for exactly the same price?

Mr, HARRISON. It may be for the same reason that you can
get a better price by carrying some chickens to Chicago than
you can get for them at some place a few miles away.

Mr. McCUMBER. That does not answer the question.

Mr., HARRISON. No; I can not answer the Senator's
question.

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly, the Senator can not answer it.

Mr. HARRISON. But if the Senator has his way, and this
bill pretects the wheat farmers of the Northwest and gives
them some benefit, then he is bound to admit that the consumers
of the country have to pay that benefit to those farmers?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Alr. HARRISON. The Senator just the other day stated
that this proposed protection of 40 cents a bushel on wheat
would not affect the consumers of flour very much. That is
what I understood the Senator to say.

Mr. McCUMBER. I stated exactly what it would amount to
at 50 cents a bushel. T did not compute it at 40 cents a bushel;
but if every cent was carried into the barrel of flour it wonld
be four and a half times 40 cents.

Mr, HARRISON. Yes.

Alr. McCUMBER. And inasmuch as the consumer consumes
one barrel of flour per year per capita, it would cost him that
much additional for a whole year, and I stated that that would
be equivalent to the carpenter having to work a quarter of a
day longer during the whole year in order to pay the farmer
40 cents more a bushel for his grain.

Ar., HARRISON. That is what I understood the Senator to
say, that the provision on wheat in this bill alone would compel
the laboring man in America to work a guarter of a day more
a year. There are approximately about 30,000,000 people who
have to work for a living in this country. In other words, the
tax that is imposed on wheat alone in this bill, just one of the
items, will require 30,000,000 laboring people in this country to
work a guarter of a day longer in a year, In other words, on
that basis, it would compel seven and a half million laboring
peeple in this country to work a day a year longer.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, will the Senator look on
the other side of the picture for a moment?

Mr. HARRISON. I am looking on this side of the picture
now.

Ar. MocCUMBER. Will the Senator look on the other side
for a moment? The Senator seems to forget that there are two
gides to this question, When we protect the American laborer
from Chinese Immigration and Japanese Immigration and from
the labor-contract system; when we profect him by a tariff—
and I will admit that the tariff does help him get better
wages; when we glve him protection from every side and he
can earn from 6 to 10 dollars a day, is there an injustice in
protecting the farmer so that he can increase his earnings
about 50 cents a day? That is about all there is in it.

Mr. HARRISON, There is a great deal of injustice,

Mr. McCUMBER. "There are 30,000,000 people on the farms,
too, who have just as much interest in this matter, and in hav-
ing their wages raised to a living standard, as those who live
in the cities. I want to equalize the two classes, I want to
help out the farmer so that he can receive compensation for
his labor that will, to a certain extent, or at least as nearly as
possible, measure up to the compensation that is paid to the
laborers and the earners in every city in the Union.

Mr. HARRISON. Did the Senator know, as I was about te
say when he interrupted me, that according to the figures the
Senator has himself given, the increased price of wheat alone,
as provided for in this bill, would cause the laboring man to
work a quarter of a day a year more, or that it would cause
seven and a balf million laboring men to work a whole day
more, or that 21,310 laboring men would have te work a whole
year in order to pay this tax you would impose upon the con-
sumers of the country?

But that is not all. That is only one of the provisions of
this bill, and every one of the other 18 provisions is intended
likewise to burden the consumers of the country.

The Senator gave his estimate on sugar, and I believe it was
adhered to by the Senator from Utah [Mr, Smoor], or it may
be the Senator from Utah said it; at any rate, we all agree
that the tax on sugar proposed in this bill will be anywhere
from one hundred and sixty to three hundred million dellars on
the American consumer. There is a difference there, but the
difference is only between one hundred and sixty and three
hundred million dollars, and the Iniguity of the bill has revealed
itself so strongly that even it has melted the heart of the Sena-
tor from Utah, and to-day he proposes to cut down the tariff
which the Senator from North Dakota [Mr., McCuoaeer], and
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PexrosE], and other Sena-
tors on the gther side of the aisle who are members of the
Finance Committee, voted to bring out of the eommittee. I am
glad your hearts are melting, and if this debate has done noth-
ing more than it has done in that one instance, it will save the
American consumer over a hundred million dollars,

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not want to disturb the Senator——

Mr. HARRISON, The Senator does not disturb me.

Mr. McCUMBER. Does the Senator understand the differ-
ence of viewpoint, and the reason for it, between the Senator
from Louisiana and the Senator from Utah?

Mr. HARRISON. I understand the difference.

Mr, McCUMBER. Does the Senator understand——

AMr. HARRISON. The Senator has asked me a qunestion, if
he will permit me to answer it. T am more familiar with the
difference in the viewpoints of the Senator from North Dakota,
the Senator from Utah, and my own.

Mr. McCUMBER. I have not expressed myseli——

Mr. HARRISON. And if I understand the viewpoint of the
Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from Utah, both are
trying to place a tariff on sugar which will help the producers
of the country and at the same time place a burden of over a
hundred million dollars on the American consumer. I am
opposed to that.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator does not express at all the
difference in their views on this subject. There has already
been a contract made, and was made before the beets were
ever planted in Utah, that the sugar manufacturer would pay
a certain price for the beets, So the farmer in Utah is pro-
tected. He is getting his price, whether the manufacturer
loses or not. I think the Senator from Utah cloims that the
manufacturer of beet sugar in Utah will lose about $4 a hundred
in the manufacture. Therefore he may not feel as deeply
impressed with the dire necessity for the protection of the Utah
farmer as the Senator from Louisiana feels the necessity of
protecting the Louisiana cane growers. He represents a con-
stituency which has not had the benefit of a protection. While
I ndmit freely that it will cost the American people very much
more, probably, for their sugar than they would pay if no such
bill were enacted, the gquestion often comes back to my mind,
What will the American consumer pay for his sugar when you
have destroyed the beet raising in this country and the cane-
sugar production in this country and leave the country subject
entirely to combinations made outside of the United States,
over which we have no control?

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow
me to ask the Senator from North Dakota a question?

Mr. HARRISON, Certainly.

Mr. McKELLAR. I want to ask the Senator fromr North Da-
kota if it is not true that the beet-sugar crop is entirely out of
the hands of the farmer. That is correct, is it not?

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I understand not.

Mr. McKELLAR. I have that information from the Dureau
of Markets of the Department of Agriculture. They have ad-
vised me that the beet sugar, in line with what the Senator sald
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just a few moments ago, was bought in advance, that it has
already been sold, and if this bill passes it will not benefit the
sugar grower at all, but will benefit only the manufacturer or
the middleman, in whose hands the crop is now.

Mr., McCUMBER. Let us see, if the Senator wants an an-
swer to that.

M. McKELLAR.

Mr. McCUMBER.

I would be very glad to have one.

At the start, I understand that about 20
per cent is still in the hands of the producer. But be that as it
may, we are coming to the spring of the year. The farmer of
Utah must determine whether or not he will plant his beet seed.
If he could get the assurance or the guaranty from the manu-
facturer of sugar that he has this year, of course he would
plant the seed again. But he will get no such guaranty from
them this year, because on that guaranty they have lost about
$4 on every 100 pounds. Unless they get an assurance of a price
which would justify them in planting the seed, they will not
plant them this spring, and if we have no tariff bill at the pres-
ent time, nothing to indicate that there will be any protection,
I for one doubt whether the beet-sugar industry will survive
another year in Utah. However, I am willing to abide to a con-
siderable extent by the judgment of the Senators from Utah,
who undoubtedly understand the beet-sugar situation there much
better than I do.

Mr. McKELLAR. Then, as I understand the Senator, if the
Senator from Mississippi will yield to me just a moment more,
the purpose of this bill is not to help the sugar grower directly,
but is for the purpose of putting into the pockets of the Sugar
Trust, out of the pockets of the American people, a fund suffi-
cient to enable the Sugar Trust to bid a little higher price on
next year's crop of sugar beets.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator knows, because it has been
stated here again and again, that the purpose of this bill, so
far as it affects the sugar duties, is to maintain sugar produc-
tion in the United States. Whether it will fail to do that is
another question. I believe that the interests of the American
people will be better subserved if we keep alive that industry
in the United States. 1 know there are those who take a
different view; but that is my protection idea of the subject.

Mr. McKELLAR. Then, as I understand the Senator, it is
not proposed by this bill to help the beet-sugar farmer, but it
is proposed simply to raise a fund out of the American people
and put it into the pockets of the Sugar Trust—

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, that is demagogy. The
Senator understands, just as well as I do, that if we are going
to protect the American farmer for next year in the production
of beets in Utah, and if we can pass this for 10 months, he will
be justified in planting his crop, and he will raise a crop in less
than 10 months and can sell it in less than 10 months, and he
will be benefited to that extent. The Senator has no right to
say to me that the only object of this bill, and that I concede
the only object of this bill, is to put money into the hands of
the beet-sugar manufacturer,

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator has said that it would do
the sugar grower no good.

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 have said nothing of the kind. I have
just now explained wherein it will help out the farmer in Utah.
I have explained wherein it will hglp out the farmer in Louis-
iana, who depends entirely upon the cane-sugar industry for
his livelihood.

Mr. McKELLAR. Well, let us take that horn of the di-
lemma. Let us take what the Senator says about that. This
tax is imposed now. It benefits directly the Sugar Trust now.
The Senator says it will benefit next year's crop. Why would
the Sugar Trust be willing to pay more or contract to pay more
now for next year's crop of sugar when they know of a cer-
tainty that in 10 months there will be no tariff? Will the Sen-
ator from North Dakota answer that question?

Mr. McCUMBER. If by the defeat of the bill they will know
to a certainty that there will be no tariff, of course, then they
will decline to pay any more for the beets than they would pay
under absolute frec trade.

Mr, McKELLAR. Oh, no. The Senator admits that at pres-
ent the benefits of the bill will go to those who now own the
beet-sugar crop or who have bought the beet-sngar crop. During
10 months by the provisions of the bill there will be an in-
creased tariff. Why should they offer any advanced or bigger
price when they know there will be no tariff on it 10 months
from now?

Mr, McCUMBER. Is the Senator such a prophet that he ean
say that in 10 months from now there will be no tariff on
sugar?

Mr. McKELLAR. By the very terms of the bill it ends in
10 months,

Mr. McCUMBER. That does not mean that there will be
no tariff in 10 months. It ends in 10 months simply becsusei
we will have a general tariff bill before the expiration of that'
time, and the Senator from Tennessee can rest absolutely as-/
sured, and need have no dream even to the contrary, that there
will be a tariff on sugar. {

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, this debate is quite inter-
esting, but we have heard so much about sugar that I am tiring
of it. T do not agree with the Senator from Tennessee that the
tariff is not going to last 10 months, even if it should be in-
corporated in the present bill. |

Mr. McKELLAR. The bill provides on its face that it is to
last for only 10 months.

Mr. HARRISON. That is quite true.

Mr. McKELLAR. We are considering the pending bill. We
are not considering a bill that may be introduced at the next
session of Congress. I believe, of course, that there will be a
tariff bill brought in, and probably it will include a tariff on
sugar. They may double the rate now on sugar.

Mr. HARRISON. I say I think the Senator is mistaken, and
I make that assertion because we know what the plan of tha
opposition is on the proposition. KEvery provision of taxation
that they impose as carried in this bill will be carried into per-
manent bills that they will put forth, The Senator from Ten-
nessee says the bill lasts only 10 months, but when we come to
consider the next tariff bill in the extra session the farmers of
the country will write letters to every Senator and say, “ For
goodness sake, do not let them reduce the tariff on wool, on
wheat, on flour, on butter, on milk, on Jive stock,” and on every
other article that is incorporated in this bill.

That is where I differ with the Senator from Tennessee, in
that the provisions of the bill will expire in 10 months. The bill
will expire, but with the Republican Party in control of both
branches of Congress and a Republican President in the White
House, and with that party revising the tariff, it would take a
crazy man to presume that they would revise it downward.
The most that the people can hope for if the bill should become
a law is that the Republican Party will not increase the rates
when they tamper with it during the extra session of Congress.

But as the Senator from North Dakota and the Senator from
Tennessee were discussing sugar, and there is some question
arising as to the position of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Satoor]
and the Senator from Louisinna [Mr. Raxsperr] on the ques-
tion of sugar, the thought that came to me was that the Senator
from Louisiana and the Senator from Utah and the Senator
from North Dakota are all striving to show, whether they intend
to put a 1-cent tariff on sugar or a 2-cent tariff on sugar, as it is
in the bill, that it will necessarily increase the cost of sugar.
Whether it goes into the refiners' pockets or into the pockets
of the producers of cane or the producers of beets or the con-
tractors or what not, the burden must be borne by the American
consumer of sugar. The burden will be lessened if the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Utah should be adopted re-
ducing the tax proposed by the Committee on Finance of the
Senate. But no matter which amendment is adopted, what you _
are going to do is to lay a greater burden upon the consumers
of sugar in the country. In one instance it will be over $100,-
000,000 and in the other instance it will be practically $300,-
000,000,

‘When I think of that I can not forget this pamphlet to which
I referred the other day and to which the attention of the
Senate has been called, the pamphlet that was distributed by
the Republican Party in the last campaign, with great head-
lines, *“ Why 25-Cent Sugar,” sent to every remote section of
the United States and placed on the table in the sitting room
of every laboring man in the country. Reprint after reprint
was made by the Republican national committee and mailed by
the Republican managers, “ Why 25-Cent Sugar?”

They said in it:

Those who hold in the hollow of their hands the supply of sugar

know that the American people will buy It, no matter at what price it
may be sold.

They were appealing for votes at that time. They were
criticizing the administration in power because sugar had gone
up in price to the American consumer. They were attempting
to create prejudice there, trying to make people believe-that if
they were elected they would reduce the price of sugar; that the
general high cost of living would come down; and that they
would be interested in the man who had to purchase foo. and
clothing.

The results of this policy are painful in the extreme. Having In
mind the total comsumpiion of sugar in the United States, every time

sugar is raised 1 cent per pound the American le are forced t
onfaot their pockets 338,080 000. peop o take
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" That is what they said in their campaign. That is what they
said to the American voter, endeavoring to make him believe
that they had some interest in him, and that they would con-
sider his wants when they got into power. They closed the
pamphlet by saying:

The r plundered citizen, strugglin
naturally complains ef the high cost of
than to complain, Consider.

They believed, when the wage earner who was making just
about enough to make ends meet sat around his hearthstone at
night in the later days of October and was handed that pamphlet
and read it, that it would make a deep impression on him, and
that it would move him to vote the Republican ticket in No-
vember.

So after they had distributed such literature as that I am
amazed at the aundacity they display In coming here so soon
after the people rendered the verdict in their favor and propos-
ing this tariff on sugar that will cost the consumers from $150;-
000,000 to $300,000,000.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
gippi yleld to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. I am sure the Senator will
be interested in having some concrete facts stated showing to
just what extent the proposed tariff legislation will affect the
cost of living te the consumers of the country.

1 have had prepared an estimate of the number of barrels of
flour consumed per annum in my State—Massachusefts—and
the increase in cost of each barrel of flour. I have been startled
at the tremendous burden that these figures indicate will be
imposed upon the people of America. I do not think we have
any conception of how much the already increased cost of living
may be advanced as the result of this legislation.

Mr, SIMMOXS. Does not the Senator mean, always provided
the tariff raises the price of wheat, as its proponents contend it
will? i

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly; and, of course,
there is no other purpose for this tariff legislation execept to
inerease the income of the producer, which can only result in
inecreasing the price the consumer must pay for wheat and the
other products named in this bill.

Mr, McCUMBER. Do I understand the Senator to say that
he has figures showing an increase in the price of wheat?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have figures prepared upon
the assomption that the cost of wheat will increase to the
amount of the tariff rate named in the proposed legislation.

Mr, McCUMBER. Does the Senator believe the assumption?
That is what I am trying (o get at.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is possible for it to be in-
creased to the ameunt named, and therefore I must believe it
may happen.

Mr. McCUMBER. Then the Senator does believe that the
bill will raise the price of wheat 40 eents a bushel?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do not know whether it
will or not, but I say it is possible for it to be increased 40 eents
per bushel. No one ean dispute that possibility. This bill,
indeed, tends to make it possible for the producer to demand
40 cents more for wheat.

Mr. McCUMBER. I was trying to get the Senator's eandid
opinion as to whether it would ralse the price 40 cents a bushel,
or any number of cents a bushel.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusctts. Can anyene tell?

AMr. McCUMBER. Then, if the Senator cam net tell, of
course, he can not tell whether the figures he produces are at
all correet. f

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is true; but I do know
that this legislation is framed for the purpose of adding 40
cents a bushel to that price which the producer might expect
to get without this tariff rate. Therefore, I have a right to
assume that conditions may arise which will cause the cost to
the consumer to be increased 40 cents per bushel. Otherwise
why not fix the rate at 20 cents or 10 cents or 5 cenis? Because
tlie advocates of this measure want to make it possible for the
producer to get 40 cents more, and that is why they have fixed
the rate at 40 cents.

The fignres I have had compiled show that there is consumed
in Massachusetts in a given year approximately 22,500,000 bush-
els of wheat. On the assumption that the cost will Increase 40
cents per bushel, the consumiers must pay $9,000,000 more per
annum. Redueing this to flour, I find that the increased cost to
‘the consumer would be about £2.25 per barrel.

Alr. McCUMEBEIL. Will the Senator yield to me right there?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes, sir.

to feed and clothe his family,
ving. But It is better to think

Mr. McCUMBER. Did the Senator give the increased cost
per barrel of flour as being $2.25 as the result of the imposition
of a tax of 40 cents a bushel on wheat?

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. For flour; yes, sir.

Mr. McCUMBER. How does the Senator arrive at those fig-
ures? It takes 43 bushels of wheat to make a barrel of flour.
Four and a half times 40 cents is not $2.25.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. The figures have been pre-
pared for me by an expert and have been calculated very ac-
curately, in answer to an inquiry by me as to just what the
increased cost per barrel of flour would be to the consumers of
Massachusetts.
mell{i;. McCUMBER., The expert is probably off on his arith-

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The increased cost of the
price of bread per loaf is estimated as being about 1 cent—to be
accurate, six-tenths of a cent.

Now, assuming a family of six—a workingman, his wife, and
four children—and having in mind the average consumption of
each individual, I find that a family using wheat, beans,
petatoes, omions, rice, fresh meat, butter, cheese, milk, and
sugar will be obliged to pay—assuming the inereased cost which
this tariff rate provides—over $30 per year more for the com-
modities named, and which we all will agree are most essential
to the life of the working people of this eountry. On a basis of
760,000 families—and that is the estimate for the State of Mas-
sachusetts—and estimating this increased cost for 10 months,
the term named in this bill, the ameunt taken from the consumn-
ing publie of this one State fer the few articles named Is esti-
mated &s being about $37,000,000. I thought the Senator from
Mississippi would be interested in having these figures presented
and I read for his information as well as for the censuming
publie a carefully prepared table of what may be expected in
inereased cost of living if this bill is enacted inte law., This
table is presented for the purpose of showing a family weekly
budget for eertain necessary artieles used by Ameriean families,
the priee of whielr will be increased by these tariff rates.

Family (6) weekly budget for certain articles,

Estimated eon- | Additionat| Added
Articlen. siim ptian. futy. ecet.

$0.14 $0.14
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750,000 families In Massachusetts. Weekly increase In cost of these
foods §870,000, or about $37,500,000 for 10 months.

Mr. HARRISON. I am very much inferested in having them
presented. They merely show how the Republicans keep their
promises. !

Mr., SIMMONS. Mr. President, it is very easy to extend the
calculation which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Warsu]
has furnished so as to make the figures apply, so far as wheat
is concerned, to the whole country. It is estimated that we
consume in this country 1} barrels of flour per annum per
capita. There are over 100,000,000 people in this ecountry.
That would mean an annual consumption of over 150,000,000
parrels of flour. Undoubtedly, if the proposed rate should be
effeetive in raising the prices to the extent of the duty, the
increase in the priee of flour would be at least $2 per barrel
It would be more than that, probably, but it would be at least
that much. So that an increase of $2 a barrel, 150,000,000
barrels of flour being consuured, would impose a tax gpon the
users of flour in this country amounting to $300,000,000.

Mr. HARRISON. But, Mr. President, not only would the
proponents ef this bill impose an unreasonable and stupendous
burden on those who use flour, if the position of the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] is correet touching the
tariff on wheat, not only would a tremendous and unreasonable
amount be imposed upon the users of sugar, but equally tre-
mendous and unreasonable charges would be imposed in connec-
tion with many other articles which the people must use.

Take corn. A tariff of 15 cents a bushel on corn is proposed,
when there is not as nruch corn imported into the United States
as is raised in one eounty in the State of Ohio or Illinois.
There is no need in the world for a tariff on corn., If the
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theory of the Senator from North Dakets is correct that the
tariff on food products helps:the farmer in his price, then. we
sheuld inerease the burden of tliose who even choose fe eat
corn. bread. in. the-United States. .

Mr. McKELLAR. WIIL the Senator from Mississippi yield
fo me?

Mr. HARRISON, I yield.

Mr. MCKELLAR. The Senator miglit alse cite the tax ef 2
cents a pound on meat. Assuming that that tax will raise the
price of meat 2 cents a pound, and basing the caleulation on
the amount of meat consumed by each person in the United
States as being 193 pounds: a year to each person, it will ' mean
between $3.80 and $1 each, or an additional tax upon the meat
consumers of the country of about $400,000,000.

Mr, HARRISON. Yes; paragraph 14 provides:

14. Fresh or frozen beef, veal, mutton, lamb, anid pork, 2. cents per
pound. Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially’ pro-
vided for herein, 25 per cent ad valoremy

Everything that a man must eat i order to live is taxed in
this so-called emergency tariff bill. Not only will greater bur-
dens be imposed on those who eat wheat. bread, corn bread,
biscnits, and sugar, but the friends of this measure propose a
tax on meat..

Whem will that help? In the discussion on the packer Bill
it was revealed whom that would help. The fact is, as shewn
by the report of the Federnl Trade Commission that 75 per cent
of the meat supply of the countiry is controlled by the five big
packers; that 60 per cent of the dressed poultry and eggs shipped:
in the United States is controlled by the five hig packers; that
82 per cent of the cattle slaughtered in interstate commerce is
controlled by the five big packers; that 61 per cent of the hogs
which are butchered in interstate commerce is controlled by tha
five big. packers; that 80 per cent of the sheep that are butchered
in interstate commerce is controlled by tlie five big packers; that

49 cent of all the pouliry that is killed and enters interstata |
i per Douliry | Wage earner cost more, to make his butter cost more, to make

commeree is confrolled by the five big packers; and yet, with the

five big packers having a stranglehold on the fresh-meat supply: |

and on the cattle, the sheep, and the hogs which are butchered in
this country and enter inlerstate commerce, it is proposed by this
bill to levy a tax of 2 cents a pound om fresh meats and an

additional tax on live stock imported info this country. To |

whom do you wish to give the benefit? I will not say it is peenl-
far; but it is merely a coincidence that some of the Senators
who upon this floor fonght the packers' bill are those who are
chiampioning most earnestly the pending measure. This is the
way ft is proposed by the Republicam majority te tax the cop-
sumers of the country.

Even eggs and butter have not been leff out of the provisions
of the bill. If there:is any consumer in Washington who has
been: able to buy eggs at any reasonable price in a long time
I should like to see the color of his eyes. Iggs soared from
7o cents a dozen up to over §1 a dozen——

AMr. POMERENE. To $1.05.

AMr. HARRISON. To $1.05, I am told by the Senator from
Ohie; and yet by this Dill it is propesed to lévy a tarifl on eggs
which enfer the United States

On milk the bill’ imposes 4 tax of 2 cenfs a gallon. Emis-
saries have gone forth; organizations have been perfected:
appeals have been made; great pietures and posters have been
printed in order to appeal to ithe people of the United States for
funds with whieh fo relleve hunger and distress amongst the
Armenians, the Belgians, and other nations of Europe, and in
order that the little children in countries devastated by the war
might have milk; yet in this country it is proposed by this bill
to impose a® tariff of 2 cents a gallon on milk and 5 cents a
gallon on cream.

Hardly a commodity which is used on the table of the average
Ameriean citizen has been left out of the bill. As was pointed:
out yesterday by the Senator from Alabama. [Mr. UNpERwoan],
n greatly Increased tax is proposed to be levied on beans, which
the poor people of the country eat, whicli are practically indis-
pensable, and which are especially popular in the city from.
which the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsm]
comes. On beans.on which in the Underwood tariff law a duty
of 25 cents a bushel is levied and in the Payne-Aldrich law a
duty eof 45 cents a bushel, by this bill it is proposed to levy a
tax of $1.20 a bushel for the purpose of protection. That is the
way the consumer of the country is being treated by a. Repub-
lican Congress so soon after they promised the people that they
would redtice the high cost of living:

On hides of cattle, which the packers control, there is a tariff
of 15 per cent ad valorem levied, The provision reads:

hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether , 8alt
1501;!1' cent ad mlafém. 5 a3, salted, or pickled,

Yét I find from the repert of the Federal Trade Commission
and. the h before: the Comumittee on Agriculture and
Forestry of the Senate that of the hides stored in the United
States, 89.2 per cent is held by the five hig: packers.. Sa you
li‘:;rﬂt ftll_:tll)l.;-rlew pmtetﬁit. the five big packers, who control 8.2

cent,. in 8 IS5 cent duty om hides that enter
the United. Sta.tvgs. . redh

Let me read you what a distingnished Republican wrote to
another distingnished Republican about the tarift on hides. I
read from the CONGRESSIONAL REcomp of: April 6, 1009, a letter
from James (= Blaine, one of the ablest and most influential
men of his, day, He was. writing this letter to a martyred
former President of your own party. It reads:

WasHTNGTON, dpril 10, 1808;

Dran Mm McKixney: It is o at mistake: to take hides: frony the

free list,. where Lhe{l have been. for so. many years. Lt is a slap in

South Amerienns; with whom' we are trying to enlarge

our trade. It will benefit' the farmer by adding ‘5 to: 8 per cent: to: the
price: of his childpen's shoes.

It will yield a. profit to the butcherronly, the last man. that needs. it

'g:? movement” is injudicious from beginnifg to end, in every form

it !
- Please stop it before it sees light: Sech movements as. this for pro-
t’eetlan‘._!_vill protect the Republican Party only into speedy retirement.
{

ry hastily,
JAMES G. DLAINE.

And so the Finance Committee, controlled by the party that
controls this Chamber, has gone back on some of the teachings
of its great men; as some Senators on this side, it'seems, would
g0 back on the traditions of thelr party.

Hides? Whom does this tariff help? Why, the five big
packers, as I'lave pointed out; control 89.2 per cent of the hides
that are stored in the United States to-day, and the Senators
who Iave investigated the question know that the whole leather
business is conmirolled by about three big corporations in this
couniry. And so you propose, if the views of' the Senator fronr
North Dakota are correct, not only to make the bread of the

his milk cost more, to make his sugar cost more, to make his

oils cost more, to make his Deans and innumerable other articles -
| cost more, but you liave gone to the matter of shoes and may
' compel’ him: to pay more for shoes than he has been paying in

the past; and goodmess knows shoes have. cost enough already.
I quoted the other day a price list of' shoes ranging up to $15.
a pair. Why, for the last two years you could hardly buy a

- poir of child’s shoes that would last three weeks for less than

$6 er $7 a pair, and as soon as they begin to go down a_ little
we ﬁm%' that you propose to pass a Bill' that will lift the price
up again !

What did you mean when you told the Ameriean people less
than thiree months ago that yon were going to remedy the
situation touching the high cost of Hvimg? Are you admitting.
now by this bill that you did not mean one iota of what you
sxid? Those who vote for cleture to-morrow, those wlho vote:
for this bill upon its final passage, will repudiate every promise
that they made to the American people. They are not casily
fooled. The people fromr one end of this country to another
Enow what lurks in this bill.. They know what it means to the
Ameriean wheat producer along the Canadian border. They
know what it means to e beet producer and the sugar refiner

and the sugar-cane produeer. They know what it means to the.

man who grows wool or who has wool stored, and the man
knows, too, who Is working all day to support his family in
thie employ of a corporation that is threatening to reduce his
wages. He is reading about the burdens that yon are attempt-
ing to impose om him. He iy sitting around his hearthstone
figuring with his wife, perhaps, just how much more it will take-
to live after this bill has become g law; and these streams of
people throughout the country who are standing ready and wait-
ing, for their chance to go into the offices of' the employment
bureans seeking a job know about this bill and what greates
burdens will be placed upon them should it become g law.
Those men by the thousands in Detroit and Toledoe and Akron

and New York City, and in every city throughout the country,.

who, because plants have been closed, sit around morning and
noon and night expressing doubt as to the factory. opening up
at a certwin time, hoping that it will not be long before they
can be employed again, know that this bill is pending, and that
to-morrow, at 1 o'cloek, you who so lately promised thie Ameri-
canr people- relief, you who less than three months ago said
that you would reduce the high cost of living, will fry to pass
through the Senate a cloture rufe that will gng Senators in de-
bate, and restrict'them imr the freedom of their actions; and they
krnow what the passage of that cloture rule will mean—that it
will mean that this bill will perliaps become a law, and with it

\everything that goes upon the breakfast table, almest everything
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that they wear, from clothes. made out of wool and cotton down
to shoes and boots upon their feet, will be increased in price to
them,

Yes; you have thrown in long-staple cotton here, and that pro-
vision has caught gome fellows. They raise 28,000 bales of long-
staple cotton in the State of Arizona, and they want some pro-
tection on it. Why, God bless you, there is one county in the
State of Mississippi that raises nearly four times as much
long-staple cotton as that. Bolivar County, Miss,, has raised as
many as 96,000 bales of long-staple cotton in a year, The Delta
of Mississippl raises more long-staple cotton than almost all
the other States in the United States combined. We raise 49
per cent of the long-staple cotton that is raised in the United
States, and yet you can not catch my vote by an iniquitous pro-
tective tariff upon that article simply because it is raised in my
State. I would not have the hardihood to vote against protec-
tion on any other article if I stood here for protection on the
articles that are produced in my State. You have got to stand
for the principle of a thing. The Democratic Party has always
stood for that. It has never believed in bleeding the many in
order to aid the few. It has never stood for protection on live
stock at the expense of the consuming masses, or protection
on meat and sugar and butter and eggs and cheese and fresh
meats and a lot of other things that you propose to protect in
this bIlL

It has stood for a revenue tariff, and will always stand for a
revenue tariff,

I have had Democratic Senators and Congressmen, who have
tried to excuse their position and justify their action, say to me:
“ Oh, any revenue tariff carries with it protection.” That argu-
ment does not go. A Democrat can not justify his position in
voting for this bill if he wants to follow the principles of his
party and the teachings of the fathers of the party. And I do
not see how a Republican, I do not care how wicked he may
have become, can vote for the provisions of this bill.

Why, take wool, for instance. A tariff of 11 cents on wool is
carried in the Payne-Aldrich bill, Schedule K, which was con-
demued from one end of this country to the other. It was the
cornerstone upon which the Payne-Aldrich bill was written. It
was repudiated by your own party’s leader as well as by the
American people in the first election after it was incorporated
into law. It did not have a sponsor in an open discussion in
this ecouniry. Its friends were few and far between. It placed
a tariff of 11 cents a pound on wool, and yet in this bill you
propose 15 cents, and put a joker in it that on the wool which
comes from New Zealand and Australia there will be imposed
on the raw article 30 cents a pound.

AMr. POMERENE. Does the Senator have in mind that
President Taft said that Schedule I, the wool schedule, was
indefensible?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; and no greafer truth was ever uttered
by the distingnished ex-President. Yet the Republican ma-
jority in the Senate not only ask Republican Senators to line
up and vote for a bill which carries such a high and exorbitant
tariff rate as 30 cents a pound on raw wool, nearly three times
as much as was provided in the Payne-Andrich tariff law, but
they come to this side of the Chamber and appeal for votes of
Democrats to help them place this legislation upon the statute
books.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser], for whom
I have great respect, and who is the only Senator on the other
side of the aisle who has been faithful to this measure when
others have deserted him, has sat in his seat many times the
only Ilepublican Senator in the Chamber during this debate,
He has been faithful and courageous in his action. He placed
in the Recomnp the other day the names of distinguished South-
erners who belong to that tariff association which met a few
days ago at Atlanta, and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr,
RaxspELn] placed in the Recorp some resolutions which in-
dorsed the so-called emergency tariff legislation, and I took
umbrage and offense at the suggestion that certain governors of
the South were vice presidents of that tariff association. I
said then, and I say now, that I ean not believe, because I
know some of those governors, that they knew what that asso-
ciation was doing and for what purpose it was organized or
they wonld never have allowed their names to be used. I am
quite sure that the governor of my State would not, because I
believe he is a Democrat on the tariff question and would not
stand for such a bill as this; and I believe the same thing can
be said of the other governors who are vice presidents of that
association.

I got a telegram from the president of that so-called associa-
tion, and I am going to have it incorporated in the Recorp, I
have not answered it. I did not think it was necessary for me
to answer it, because I can not believe that that convention

knew what is in this bill. I do not know who composed that
convention, but I know that it did not express the sentiment of
the South on the question of the tariff. I know that no member
of that convention from my State expressed the sentiment of
the people of Mississippi when they sent me that telegram
indorsing this emergency tariff legislation.

I do know the president of the organization, John H. Kirby,
a distinguished citizen of Texas, a man whom I like very much
and respect a great deal, but whose views on the tariff I have
never respected, particularly as a Democrat, because he has
differed always on that great question from the views I have
entertained. He is the president of the association, and sent
me a telegram which reads as follows:

ATLANTA, GA., January 27, 1921,
Hon. Par Hanrigox
United States S‘cnate, Washington, D, C.:

The Southern Tariff Congress in sesslon here, representing all South-
ern States and industries, belleves that the prompt adoption of the
emergency tariff bill, with the Senate amendments, will be of very great
advantage to southern agriculture and industry. The convention has
approved this measure by unanimous vote, and directs me, as presldent
of the congress, to request your support of the measure,

JouN H. Kirey, President.

It was suggested in a telegram put in the Recorp by the
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Raxspern] that Gov. John M,
Parker was one of the presiding officers of that convention.
Gov. Parker is one of the best executives in the United States.
He is a man of high character and splendid ability. He was
born and raised in my State. But every Louisianan, and every-
one who knows his record and his political beliefs, knows that
Gov. Parker has always been a protectionist on the tariff
question. So I care nothing about this message or the resolu-
tions that have been passed there. I know that this bill is
wrong in prineiple. I know that it will mean the placing of a
great burden on American consumers and I am opposed to it.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator to
explain how the delegates to that convention got authority from
the people of the South to express their views on the tarifn
question?

Mr. HARRISON. I can not. I do not know who promoted
this organization. I do not think I ever heard of it until just
a few weeks ago. I do not know who the delegates were. I
saw the name of ex-Senator McLaurin, of South Carolina,
mentioned ; Gov. Parker’s name was mentioned; and John H.
Kirby's name was mentioned. Then I heard the list of distin-
guished governors of States in the South who are vice presi-
dents of it. I do not know that a single one of those men
attended that convention except Gov, Parker.

I do not care to delay the Senate any longer, although I
wanted to speak on several other phases of this important ques-
tion. I wanted to take up the question of our foreign trade
and show that the thing we need to-day for the farmer is mar-
kets in foreign countries. I wanted to discuss the question of
retaliation upon the part of South American countries and
(Canada in the event we should pass this legislation, passing
it at a time, may I say, when we have spent millions on millions
of dollars sending our commercial attachés and consular and com-
mercial agents to South American countries and abroad trying to
build up a itrade in those countries, by legislative enactment
amending the Federal reserve law so that our banks can go into
foreign countries and establish banks that our trade might be en-
larged, that the great manufacturing interests of Pennsylvania, of
Massachusetts, and of the South, and all sections might find a
market wherein their products might be sold, and I know that the
passage of this legislation will be resented in those gountries in
which we have been trying to obtain trade and with which now
we are on the friendliest relations.

I wish T had time to read resolutions passed by the cham-
bers of commerce in Argentina, resolutions which have been
passed in mass meetings there resenting the action of the United
States Congress in placing an embargo against them, closing
our markets to them, and at the same time asking of them that
we be allowed to send our produets and our foodstuffs there
for sale.

I wish I could go through the resolutions I have, passed by
the chambers of commerce in Canada, asking us not to close
the doors against them, because they say they have extended
to us a warm welcome in their own markets, which we have
taken advantage of.

To pass this kind of legislation will be the forerunner of a
retarding of our growing export trade, which has mounted so
high for the past few years that now it is $3,000,000,000 more
than our imports.

I wish I had the time to discuss the indemnity that has now
been placed on Germany and the 12} per cent expert tariff
that has been charged on the products which are exported from
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Germany ito the United States, giving fo us that much protec-
tion

I am sure the American people will understand what you are
driving at, And they will understand the position we have
taken here, trying to make you live up te your campaign
promiges, and trying to defeat this iniguitous bill that will add
to the burdens of the great number of unemployed in this coun-
try, of the great mumbers whose wages have been decreased in
the last few momths, and will increase the burden -of the con-
sumers of the country.

So to-morrow I shall vote against the cloture, and I can not
for fhe life of me sce how anyene on this side of fhe aisle,
when the question of a cloture is voted on, can follow the leader-
ship of the Senator from Permsylvania [Mr. PExrosE] and the
Senator frem North Dakota [Mr., MoCuamer] and the Senator
from Utah [Mr. Samoor].

The American people will mever be able io differentiate be-
tween a vote for the cloture, which would restrict a free discus-
sion of every provision of this bill, and a vote afterwards
szainst the bill. Let’'the issue be drawn. If you have your
two-thirds vote to pass this piece of legislation, then go fo it.
But I do not think yeu have them, and I do not believe you are
very hopeful that you have them. Furthermere, I do not be-
leve that you really want them.

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr. President——

Mr. HARRISON. Before the Senate adjeurns I want te
offer some amendments to the bill. Was the Senator about to
make a motion to adjourn?

Mr. McCUMBER. In a wvery short time. I svish first to
make a statement.

Mr. President, more than two-thirds of the Senate of the
Tnited States, if they could vote this minute wpen the pending
measure, would vote, in my belief, in faver of it. This is a
country ruled by majorities. I have every reason to believe
that the majority of the Senate, of Benaters on both
sitles of the Chamber, are just as honest, just as conseientious,
just as intelligent, as fhe less than one-third of the Senate,
and as much as I dislike a «cloture rule, I dislike to a greater
extent the exercise of the power of one-third of the Benate in
strangling the voice and fhe expression of fhe other twe-thirds.
Whenever it comes to the posifion where less than -one-fhird
of the Members of the United States Senate set about to de-
feat a measure that is supperted by more than two-thirds, I
am ready to stand for the cleture rule.

Many of the Senators on the ofher side of the Chamber say
that they want time to discuss the bill. Time will be given.
If the Senators do not want a clofure, Tet them agree upon seme
time at which we can vote. They do not intend te do any-
thing of the kind. They do net intend to allow us te secure
a yote wpon the measure if they can talk it to death. T infend
to do everything in my power to reach a vote, and I have
therefore supported the cloture rule. I knew that there are
Senators on the other side who are opposed to the bill, and
yet who are not opposed to fixing a day, a reasonable length
ahead, in erder to secure that vote. But, unhappily, those
Senators have not sufficient influence over those who would fore-
stall any action wpon the measure whatsoever. If Senators
wish to escape the cloture rule, if they think it s wrengz and
if they are honest in their convietions and in their statements
that they want a vote at some time during the present session,
they will have no difficalty in arriving at an ngrementwﬂhthis
side of the Chamber with reference to a time when the vote
may be had.

Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Towxsesp]
suggested that there wonld be no use of opposing the measure;
that even if we succeeded in passing it, it was a foregone con-
clusion that the President of the United States would veto it
and that we would not have the two-thirds majority to pass it
over his veto. I do not claim to know what is in the mind of
the President of the United States. I know nothing either of
his physical or his mental eondition. I do not know whether
hie would veto the bill or not. My own belief is that he would
not veto it. But suppose he would—suppose I were convinced
that he would veto it—wonld that vary my duty in the premises?

It is the function of this body to determine what legislation
it sees fit to present to the President, and his function to either
approve or disapprove it. I should not be influenced in the
slightest degree if I believed, as I do, that this measure is for
the benefit of the Ameriean people, to deviate from my course
in attempting to press it to a vote because I might think fhat
the President of the United States womld veto it.

Again, the Senator from Michigan suggests that the bill will
be so leaded down with amendments that it will become a gen-
eral tariff bill. I do not think the Senator is correct, When
anyone wantis to kill a bill, of course, he will offer all kinds of

amendments, and just as many as he ean. Undoubtedly these
who wish te prevent the bill frem becoming a law will attempt
to load it with es many amendments as they pessibly can; but
we have this protection against it, the vete of the Senate, and
that will be sufficient to vote down any amendment that is con-
sidered unimportant. "This started ont ns a measure for the
benefit of the agricultural ¢lass in the United States. I pro-
pose, so far as my vote is concerned, to limit it to fhat purpose
by voiting against every amendment fhat would extend the
measure beyond that purpese,

I can net agree with the Benator from Mississippi [Mr, Har-
xoN]. He talks very learnedly and very earnestly in favor of
what he calls the consumer and the wage earner. I have heard
the term “ wage earner” used often in this debate. Is not the
farmer a wage earmer? Are noet the farmers, comprising
33,000,000 of the population, entitled to as mueh consideration
as any other wage earners? 1Is it not God’s truth that the
farmer is not getting one-quarter of the remuneration for his
lnbor that any other labor in the ecity is receiving to-day?
Why should we not consider his interest a little while? I
know that he has been ground down to the earth so long and
we have purchased his produets so cheaply for such a length of
time thut we have begun to consider that he has mo purpese
in our industrial life except for the mere privilege of existing,
to produce food for the rest of the people to eat. I refuse to
accept that position for the farmer of the United States. So
long as I am in this Chamber my vote and my voice will always
be in favor of any measure which I hoenestly believe will bring

pacﬁyoftherestofﬂzepopnhﬁonotmeﬂnﬂedsmtes.sothat
he may be able to spend as mueh upen his wife and daughters
and sons as do the people in the great cities, so that he may
have some of the comforts, aye, some of the luxuries of life,
as well as these who live in the cities.

w

receiving but little compensation for his labor. I know how
the peeple in my State are suffering, I knew how the banks
are going to the wall; and while the wage earner in the city,
about whom the Senator frem Mississippl speaks, is talking
over with his wife how he can make two ends meet with his
wages and the expenses, the farmer in my State is to-day talk-
ing ever with the mortgagee how om earth he can save his
farm, the only means that he has of livelihood. Give him a
show in the world equal to the others and consider his interest
as you would consider the interest of the others.

The Senator from Missis=ippi stated that he is getting tired
of discussing the sugar matter. Ah, Mr. President, I am getiing
tired of an argument on the ether side of the Chamber which
first deeclares that we will not increase the price of wheat one
cent to the farmer and then, before the Senator gets twwo sen-

other plaees for the flemr that they will have to buy made frem
the wheat thet is increased 40 or 50 cents a bushel by this bill.
Either drop one of the arguments or the other, because the two
are absolutely ineonsistent with each other.

Mr. President, I believe the bill will help the farmer; I believe
it will raise the price of wheat; and I believe that the con-
sumer will pay $1.60 te $1.80, perhaps more, per barrel for
his fleur. Certainly he will, but if he earns five times as much
as the farmer who produces that barrel of flour he can afiord to

3 If we can increase the earning eapacity
of the farmmer g0 he can buy more of the clothes and other
things that the city laber produces, he will be better off, be-
cause he can continue in his work.

I note what the Senator from Mississippi says about the
governors. I think the Senator from Mississippi gives scant
credit to the intelligence of those severnl govermers of the
South when he declares that they did mot know that their names
were upen the roll as vice presidents of an association which
stands for protection smnd tariff protection. If some company

or association, declaring itself te be the free trade associntion
otthallml:adSintas,mldaskmtobecmneampms&dmt,
Ithinklwouldknowenomtalmepuutnf it if I did pet
believe in it.

I think the Senator gave scamt credit te the resslution of
this great association that met the other day at Atlanta when
he said that probably not one of thenr had ever read fhe bill
and that they passed the resolution witheut knowing the slighiest
thing of what was contained in the bill concerning which they
were making their resolves. 5
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If it comes to a question between appropriation bills and the
pending measure, I shall favor allowing the appropriation bills
to go over, but I wish to say to the Senator from Michigan that
the best way out of the dilemma is to force the cloture, and
then we shall get a vote in three days at least, in my opinion,
and when we get the vote the field will be clear for the appro-
priation bills, If we do not force the cloture, of course, we
shall have to fight each for his own bill before the Senate, and
it may endanger the passage of a good many appropriation bills.

To my mind, the emergency tariff bill can not wait; it will be
10 months before we shall be able to get through both branches
of Congress a general tariff bill. We could put through every
one of the appropriation bills at the next session before the 1st
of July if we were compelled to do so. I hope we will not be
‘compelled to do so, but if we will work together, and if those
Senators who want to vote for the bill but have scruples
against the voting for cloture will in this situation join us and
vote for cloture, we will have, in my opinion, both the appro-
priation bills and the pending bill off the calendar before the
end of the present session.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, I submit three amendments in-
tended to be proposed by me to the emergency tariff bill now
pe(xllding, and I ask that they be read so that they may be in
order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend-
ments intended to be proposed by the Senator from Massa-
chusetts,

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

Paragraph 18, page 4, line 5, after the words “ per pound,” insert the
following :  Provided, That skirted wools as imported in 1800 and prior
thereto are hereby uem%ed."

Paragraph 18, page 3, line 16, strike out the words * wool, commonl
known as clothing' wooi." and in place thereof insert the words ** al

wools.”
age 4, strike out all after the words “ scoured condition,” line

On
8, an insert the following: “and put through any or all of those

{hmmemes of manufacture necessary to the production of tops and not
ugh any subsequent processes, 50 cents per pound; advanced
through any or all of those processes necessary for the production of
yarns but not through any subsequent pre 5624 cents per pound;
advanced beyond yarns through any or all of the processes necessary
for the production of cloth, woven fabrics, or knitted fabrics, 60 cents
per pound.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments will lie on the
table.

Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floor.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
me to interrupt him for a moment, I was about to make a
motion either for a recess or an adjournment, but I will not
make it until the Senator from North Carolina has had an
opportunity to address the Senate.

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to occupy only a moment, Mr, Presi-
dent. The Senator from North Dakota, pointing his finger at
the membership on this side of the aisle, hag made the declara-
tion that the minority of this body desired to prevent a vote
upon the pending bill. T wish to say that while there may be
several Members on this side of the Chamber who do not desire
to vote upon the bill, the charge which the Senator makes
against this side as a whole is not warranted by the facts or by
anything that has transpired during the course of the debate,

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow
me, I specifically stated that it was not a charge as to the
whole Democratic side; I stated that only a few Senators de-
sired to prevent a vote on the bill.

Mr. SIMMONS. I understood the Senator to say that this
side of the Chamber was attempting to defeat a vote upon the
pending measure, and I think that is what the Senator did say.

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will allow me again, seeing
the Senator from North Carolina in his seat and knowing that
he was perfectly willing to agree upon a day to vote upon this
bill, as he had previously stated, I specifically said that there
were a few Senators on the other side of the Chamber who were
determined not to allow this measure to come to a vote, and
that those who were willing to have a time fixed, I feared,
would not have control over those few and be able to get them
to agree upon a time for a vote.

Mr, SIMMONS., I am glad the Senator has qualified his
statement, as I understood it, or, if T was in error, I am glad
that he has corrected me; but I wish to say to the Senator
before he shakes his gory locks at this side of the Chamber
with reference to their attitude as to a vote on the pending
bill—

Mr. McCUMBER. May I suggest to the Senator that my
locks are not gory, although they are a little inclined to ke
red. [Laughter.]

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will—and I advise him to do
go—take a confidential poll of his side of the Chamber, with

a view to ascertaining how many of his colleagues on his side
of the Chamber desire to prevent a vote upon this bill, I think
a situation will be disclosed which will be rather startling to
the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to say that I have taken a poll,
and I do not think there is a single Senator in the category
referred to by the Senator from North Carolina.

Mr, SIMMONS. Then it was not a confidential poll

Mr., McNARY. I submit an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by me to the pending emergency tariff bill and ask that
it may be read.

T‘}ze VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be
read.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

On page 2, at the end of line 10, insert the followlng: * cherrles in
bsggl o Mi satcetf.ht:ep:é opgti%l-"a insert the following: * walnuts and
Siberts, § conts per pound.” = ' s N

The VICE PRESIDENT.
table.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I present an amendment
which I desire at the proper time to offer to the pending bill. I
may say that unanimous consent was granted a while ago,
before the present occupant of the chair was in the chair, that
proposed amendments need not be read, but could be presented
and stated by caption, as I understood.

Mr. PENROSHE., Let them be printed.
Senate take a recess——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Just a moment. The Chair is not
going to be bound by unanimous consent against the rule of the

enate.

Mr., HARRISON. The unanimous-consent agreement to
which I have referred does not apply, of course, to the amend-
ment that I am now offering, but there were some amendments
proposed as to which such an agreement was made.

Mr, SMOOT. 1Was that agreement reached this afternoon?

Mr. HARRISON. It was made this afternoon.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say that I have been out of the Cham-
ber in attendance upon the Committee on Appropriations and so
could not be here, but if I had been here I would have objected
to such an agreement, because it is conirary to the position
taken by the Vice President in his ruling this morning,

Mr. PENROSE. It was so agreed.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think the Senator from Utah
need worry; I think he will have plenty of chance to offer his
amendments. I am sure of that,

Mr. SMOOT. I think so, too.

Mr. McCUMBER. Without going into an argument on this
question, I think it fair to say that the amendment which was
offered, and which it was agreed need not be read, was the
immigration bill,

Mr, HARRISON, Yes.

Mr. McCUMBER. The unanimous consent for which I asked
was that the reading of the caption might, by unanimous con-
sent, be considered as fulfilling the requirements of the rule
for a full reading of an amendment before it could be presented
to be voted upon. There was no objection to that.

Now, I wish to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if he will
not, instead of moving that the Senate take a recess, consent to
move that the Senate adjourn. I understand that we shall vote
upon the adoption of the cloture rule at 1 o'clock to-morrow,
which will give time in the forenoon for those Senators who
desire to offer any amendments which they may not have
offered up to the present time to present them and have them
read. I do not want any Senator to feel that he has not had an
opportunity to present amendments which he may desire to
offer, even if we should vote for cloture, so that they could be
voted upon.

Mr. HARRISON. As to the amendment which I have pre-
sented, let it lie over and be read to-morrow in order that the
rule may be complied with; and the same action may be taken
with reference to the immigration amendment proposed by the
Senator from Colorado.

Mr. McCUMBER, Very well, if there shall be any question
about it; but I do not think there will be.

The amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. HARRISON
is as follows:

In line 25, page 3, strike out the word “ On' after the period fol-
lowing the word * wool,” and also strike out lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5
on page 4.

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Feb-
ruary 2, 1921, at 12-o'clock meridian.

The amendment will lie on the

I now move that the
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

TuEspax, February 1, 1921.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma makes the
point of order that there is no gquorum present, and obviously
there is none.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the
House,

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Andrews, Md, Focht Lufkin Riordan
Ayres Fordney Luhring Roblinson, N. C.
Babka Frear MeAndrews Rowan
Baer Gandy McCulloch Rowe
Blackmon Gs.n.l{ McFadden Rucker
Bland, Mo, Goldfogle McGlennon Sabath
HBowers Good MeKiniry Banders; Ind.
Brinson Goodall McLane Handers,
Britten Goodwin, Ark. MacGregor Sanford
Brooks, Pa. Goodlgkoonu. grm Seully
Brumbaugh Gou Maher Hells
Butler . Graham, I11, Mann, 8. C, Smithwick
Campbell, Pa. Graham, Pa. Mead Steenerson
Candler Hamill Milligan Btiness
Cantrill Hamilton Moon Strong, Pa.
Carew Harrison Mooney Sullivan
Carss Haugen Moore, Va Tague
Caseg ¥8 Moores, Ind Tinkham
Elar , Fla. Hudspeth 0 Upshaw
“lasson and Mudd Vare
ople James, Mich Murphy Venabhle
ostello Jefferis Nelson, Wis Walters
owther Johnston, N. Y. Nolan Watklns
Currie, Mich. Kennedy, Iowa  Olpey Weaver
Davis, Tenn Kennedy, R. L. Padgett Whaley
Dent Kettner Pell White, Me.
Donovan Kitchin Perlman Willilams
Dooling Krelder Ralney, Ala Wilsen, Pa.
Eagan Lampert sley Wise
Ellsworth _mnﬂ!ey Reavis Woods, Va,.
Jmerson Lehlbach Reed, W. Va.
Ferris Lonergan Riddick

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and ninety Members have
answered to their names, a quorum is present.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKIIR. The Doorkeeper will open the doors.

Rev. George L. Mackintosh, D. D., president of Wabash Col-
lege, Crawfordsville, Ind., offered the following prayer:

Lord, Thou hast been our dwelling place in all the generations.
We thank Thee for those who have gone before us in the way
of human progress and enlightenment, for the prophets and the
statesmen and the sages and the heroes. We pray that we may be
enlightened and strengthened by their words and their example
to high thoughts and true and noble endeavor. In this day of
world debate and uncertainty, we pray Thy blessing upon all
those who have in their hands temporarily the destinies of
nations and the world. Bless the President of the United
States and the Vice President and the coming President of the
United States and the Vice President and all Members of our
Houses of Congress, that they may be so inspired and so
enlightened that they may put the good of the country, its
prosperity, and its perpetuity before all private considera-
tions whatsoever. We pray for our beloved country, that there
may be peace and prosperity and happiness here, and happy,
and peaceful relations with all the countries of the world.
We especially pray Thy blessing and gunidance upon the busi-
ness of the day, and that out of its deliberations may come
some way of righteousness and truth and honor for us all and
for our beloved country. We ask in the name of the great
Master and Redeemer. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
REQUEST TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE,

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker:

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
New York rise?

Mr. SNELL.
minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there ohjection?

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
on what subject does the gentleman wish to address the House?

I ask unanimous consent to proceed for three

Mr. SNELL. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for three
minutes. If the gentleman wants to object, he can,
Mr. McCLINTIC., Mr, Speaker, I object.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The unfinished business
is the river and harbor bill, and there was pending a motion of
the gentleman from North Carolina to recommit the bill with
instructions, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. SMALL moves to recommit the bill to the committee with instrue-
tions to report the same back forthwith with the following amendment :
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following:

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BEE. Is it necessary for the Clerk, under the rules, to
read that entire substitute?

The SPEAKER. It is, unless it is omitted by unanimous con-
sent.

Mr. BEE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
reading may be dispensed with. Everybody has a copy before
him.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
Ject——

Mr. McCLINTIC. DMr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made,.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I did not object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the following sums of money be, and are
hereby, npproprfatnd, out of any money fn the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to be Immediately available, and to be expended under
the direction of the Secretary of War and the supervision of the Chief
of Engineers, for the construction, completion, repalr, and preservation
of the public works herelnafter named:

Newburyport Harbor, Mass, : For maintenance, $2,000,

Boston Harbor, Mass.: For maintenance, $40,000.

Pollock Rip Sfmnls, harbor of refuge at Nantucket, New Bedford,
and Fairhaven Harbors, Fall River Harbor, and Taunton River, Mass, :
For maintenance, $25,000 ; continuing improvement and for maintenance
of Pollock Rip Channel, $150,000; in all, $185,000

$
Stonington and New London Harbors, Conn.; Pawcatuck River, R. .
ug%o gonn.; and Mystic and Thames Rlvers, Conn.: For maintenance,

,000,
Connecticut River above and below Hartford, Conn.: Continuing im-
provement and for maintenance below Hartford, $65,000.

Duck Island, Branford, New Haven, Milford, Brldﬁ?ort, Boathg)ort,
Norwalk, Five Mile River, Stamford, and Greenwlch rbors, Westport
Harbor and Saugatuck River, breakwaters at New Haven, and Housa-
tonic River, Conn.: For maintenance, $105,000 ;: continuing improve-
ment of Stamford Harbor, §100,000; in all, $205,000.

New York Harbor, N. Y.: For maintenance of entrance channels and
for continuing improvement of Ambrose Channel, Craven Shoal Chan-
nel, and Anchorage Channel, $550,000.

Channel in Gowanus Bay, N. Y.: Continuing improvement of Red
Hook Channel, $150,000.

East River, N. Y. : Continuing improvement, $3,000,000,

Newtown (':reek, N. X.: Continuing improvement, $100,000.

Hudson River Channel, New York Harbor, N. Y. : Continuing improve-
ment, $750,000.

Burlington Harbor, Vt.: Plattsburg and Fort Henry Harbors, N. X
ggﬁlogguows of Lake Champlain, N. Y. and Vt.: For maintenance,
Newark Bay and Passaic River, N. J.: For maintenance, $10,000.

Keyport and Shoal Harbors, Woudbridge, Cheesequake, Matawan, and
Cnmgton Creeks, Elizabeth, Raritan, Sou hp and Shrewsbury Rivers, and
Raritan Ba,\l’i N. J.: For maintenance, §32.500; continuing improvement
of Raritan River, $25,000; in all, $57,500.

Delaware River, between Philadelphia, Ta., and Trenton, N. J.:
For maintenance, $12,500.

Delaware River, Pa., N. J,, and Del.: For maintenance from Alle-
gheny Avenue, Philadelphia, to the sea, $2,000,000,

= Cooper, Salem, Cohansey, and Maurice Rivers, Woodbury, Mantua,
§2aﬁ)%%n. Oldmans, and Alloway Creeks, N. J.: For maintenance,

Cold Sprm%qanrl Absecon Inlets, Absecon and Tuckerton Creeks, and
Toms River, N. J.: For maintenance, §9,200: Provided, That no part
of the funds herein appropriated shall be expended on Ab

Wilmington Harbor, Del. : For maintenance, $60,000.

Inland waterway from Delaware River to dhesapmkc Bay, Del. and
Md. : Continuini mprovement, $1,000,000.

ppoquinimink, Smyrna, Lelpsie, Little, St. Jones, Murderkiil, Mis-
pillon, and Broadkill Rivers, Del.: For maintenance, $23,000.

Waterway from Chincoteague Bay, Va., to Delaware Bay at or near
Lewes, Del.: For maintenance, $1,600.

Waterway on the coast of Virginia : For maintenance, $2,000,

Baltimore Harbor and Channels, Md.: Continuing improvement and
for malntenance, $125,000.

Rockhall, Queenstown, Claiborne, Tilghman Island, Cambridge, and
Crisfield Harbors, Elk and Little Elk, Chester, Corsica, Choptank,
Tuckahoe, Warwick, La Trappe, Tred Avon, Wicomico, and Pocomoke
Rivers, Siaughtpr. Tyaskin, and Broad Creeks, Twitch Cove and B!F
Thoroufhfare River, and Lower Thoroughfare, Deal Island, Md. ; Nanti-
coke River (including Northwest Fork), Del. and Md.; Broad Creek
River, Del.; and Tangler Channel, Va.: For maintenance, $20,000.

Potomae River, at Washington, D. C., at Alexandria, Va., and at
Lower Cedar Point, Md.; Occoquan and Aquia Creeks, Va.: For main-
tenance, $20,000.

Rappahannock, Mattaponi, and Pamunkey Rlvers, and Urbana Creek.
Va.: For maintenance, $10,000,

Inlet.
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- Jﬁllu‘s% ’\gmmad Pagap, spd Appomatipx Rivers, Va.1 For main-
enance, §3
Norfolk Harbor and Channels, Va.: Continulng
maintenance, inciuding chagnel to hwport ews. $T
Onnocock R!ver, Va.: For maintenance, $5,00
Waterwa 8' !rom l\orf.olk, VY., to Beaulort Iniet, N. C.: For malin-

tenance, $3
y Bcuppcrmng. Pamlico, Tar, South, Bay, Neusge, and

Trent Rivers, Fishing, Contentnea, Swift, and Smiths Creeks, and water-
ray mm;’ct{ngo Swup Quarter Bay with Deep Bay, N. C.: For
enance

Beaufort and Morchead City Harbors, Beanfort Inlet, waterway from
Tamlico Sound to Beaufort I qet, waterway connecting "Core Bound and
Beaufort Harbor, channel connecting Thoroughfare Ba
Bay, andsé:‘;bmnd mu:erm Beaufort to Jacksonville, N. ¢ For
tenan

l\sorthust, Black, and Cape Fear Rirvers, N.

. Waccamaw, Little Peedee, and Great Peedee Rivers,
10,000,

ntenance,
Santen and Con%me ivers, 8. C.: For maintepance, including the
Estheryille-Minim k Cansl and the Congaree River as far up as
the Gervais Street Bridge, Columbia, §5,000i

Waterway ween Charleston and Winyah Bay, 8. C.: Coptinuing

&mvement and for

C.: For maninotenance,

improvement and for ma[ntmnce. $15,500.
Lharleston Earbor nnd 8. C.: Continuing improvement to
provide a chann and 1.000 feet wide, extending from the
sen_ to the Char]estnu ]!aw
Wappoo Cut, 8. C.: For ma}ntenance £4, 000,

Savannah Harbor and Savannah Biver, below, at, and above Augusts,
Ga.: Tor mﬂintenance 366.000 ; mntinuing improvement of SBavannah
Harbor. £300,000; in , 3666,

Waterway 'betweon Beaufort, 8. C., and St. Johns River, Fla.: For
mnlntenanm $40,000.

Sapelo and Darien Harbors, Cowhead and S«tlua Rivers, and Fancy
Bluft Creeks, Ga., and St. Marys River, Ga. and IFla. : For maintenance,

ﬂr
e Rivers, Ga.:

A]tamnhn, Oconee, and Ocmu Continuing improve-
Cbntlhnlng improvemcent and for main-

ment and for maintenance, $40

Brunswick Hnrbor, Ga. :
tenance, £100,000.

8t. Johng River, Fin.. Jacksonville to the ocean, Jacksonville to
Palatka, and Palatka to Lake Harney, Lake Cremnt and Dunns Creek,
and Oklawaha River, Fla, : For main

Indian River. Bt Lucie Inlet, Miami Hntuor Zmacamn Bay), and
harbor at Key West, Fla. : For maintenanes, $60,500

Kigsimmee, Caloosahatchee, Orange, Anelote Crysta!. Withlacoochee,
and Suwannee Rivers, Charlotte Harbor, Sarasota Bay, and Clearwater
Harbor and Boca Ceiga Bay, Fla.: For maintenance, $13,500.

Tampa and Hillkboro Bm. 8t Petersburg Harbor, Hillsboro and
Mantee Rivers, Fla.: Centinuing improvement of Hillsboro Day,

Caﬂ‘nbe]lc Bar and Harbor, Apalachicola, 8t. IoszETh and 8t. Andrews
Bays, Apalachicola and C m Bivers. and channel from Apalachicola
River to Bt. Andrews Bay, Flint River, Ga.; and t‘hattahmhm
River, Ga, and Ala. : For mmtennnce. including the cnt-off,
lower Chipola llmzr and upper Chipola River from Mar'lanna tomils
mouth, $126,500; e.umpleﬁnx improvement of Flint River, $10,000;
all, §136,500.

Holmes and Blackwater Rivers, Flo : Choctawhatchee, Escambia, and
Conecnh Rivers, ¥Fla. and Alan.; the narrows in Santa Ilosa Bound, an
Peneacola Harbor, Fla.: For maintenance, $50,000.

Alabama River. Ala., and Coosa River, Aln. and Ga.: Continuing im-
provement and for maintenance of the Alabama River, incloding the
ﬁ&bumaw and Coosa Rivers between Montgomery and Wetumpka,

Mobile Harbor and Bnr. and channel connecting Mobile Bay and
Misslss gpl ﬁound Ala. : For maintenance of cha connecting Mobhile
Ba an i Sound, §10,000; eontinning immvement anrl for

tenance ot bile Harbor and Bar, $316,000; in all,

Gulfport Harbor, Miss.: For mnlutcna.nca of nncimrage buin at (;.,1[.
rt and channel therefrom fo the Qia r roadstead at Shi
mmd. and for maintenance of cha.mml at bhg Island Pass, SIDOMOD

Pascagoula, Waolf, earl Bivers, and Biloxi
Hnrbnr. Miss. : Ior mmtenam

Jordan, Pear], and East
asses at the mouth of Hluil:ippl River: Continuing improve-
nent and for maintemance, $2.000,000.
Take Pontchartrain, Pass chae, Boguoe Falia, Chefuncts, Poncha-
toula, Latnlbanm gg%kigw and Amite Rivers, and Bayon Manchac
For main j
L amg;r]a Bay and Bn\-tms Lafourche, Terrehonne, Groesetete Plagque-
ml_ne, "Meche, La.: For maintenance, ineluding Grand River tnd
B?yc:ii 820000 continuing improvement of Basau Techc.
n
tcha!nlnya h!ver. La. : For maintenance, $30.000.
Waterway, from the M.isslsslppl River to the Sabine River, La.: Ior
from Mississippi River to Bayou Teche, 350000
tinuing improvement from Franklin to Mermentau. $200,000; cﬂnﬁnuj.n:

in all,
$418,000.

Bayous Vermilion, Nezpique, des Cuu:es. I’lagemlne Brnle and

ueue de Tortue, Mermentau Biver. ver anid o

maintenance, includin hannel, hu ptaaes of Bnou Veor-
mlllon and tributaries of tan Blver. 15

Removing the water iﬂigpl, z.onum and
Texas: For the removal of the water hyacinth navigable
waters in the Btates named in so far as it is or may bseuma an
obstrnction to navigation, $17,500.

Galveston Harbor, Galveston Channel, Port Bolivar C.‘hmei. Texns
City Channel, apd Houston Ship Channel, Tex.: For mainfenance,
$705.000 ; continuing imprevement by uction of sea-wall ex-
tension to protect Galveston Channe

Anahnae Channel, mouth of Trinity River, Oyster and Clear Creeks,
and Cedn{‘ﬁhmmt%nn Turﬁbm%n e Dickinson, Double, and East Bay

Ons, ce,
Bay terw% from Galveston to Carpu.n Christi and channel from Pass
Cavallo to Port Lavaca, Tex.: For maintenance, §50,000.

Frecport Harbor, ’rux Cnvnu.nuj improvement, §160,000.

Port Aransas, Tex.: For muintemnce. $150,

Harbor at o Pass and Port Arthur Canal, Sabine-Neches Canal,
and Johnsons Bayou, La. and Tex.: For maintenance, $217,000,

Red, Bl Onachitn, Tensae, Boeuf, and Saline Riv and Bayous
Mncon Bartholomew, DArbonne, and Corney, m.'k.m’d La. yiqu
maintenanc 8.:6000 continuing improvement of Ouachita River in

accordance wﬂ.h "the report mbml ted in Rivers and Harbors Com
mit;fle ?gggn&egt No. 7, Bixty-fifth Congress, second sessiogf 3170.030'
Yazoo River and tributaries, + For maintenance, includin,
Eﬂnzoon ! ':[‘113‘,9,11:::"111ie{,‘r nEg{:wutnr.Ba B Su.nﬂmowet B.imn. Tchnlg
Creek $25,000. ston Bayous, s AT
Arkansas River, Ark. and Okla.: Fer mainhmm £20,000.
Black and Current Rivers, Ark. and Mo, : and White, St. Francis,
agg L'Anguille Rivers, and Blackfish Bayeu, Ark.: For maintenance,

Misaisaippi Liver from the mouth of the Obio River to and includizg
the mouth of the Missourd River: Continuing improvement and fet
maintenance, $500,000.

Mlsslssii:pl River: For the removal of snags. and wrecks from the
Mississi the mouth of the Missouri River, and from 0ld
and Atchnfala)n Rivers, in accordance with the recommendation of
the Chief of Engineers in his annual recfort for 1920, $23, 000. in addi-
tion to smounts otherwise appropriate

AMlississippl River from the mouth of the Missourl River to Minn
olis, Minn, : Continuing mersvement and for maiotenance, 81 mu.%
st. Croix River, Wis. and Minp.; Minnesots. River,
Trn\'crse Minn., and 8. Dak. ; snd Hed River of the North, m.nn amtl
N. Dak.: Tar mmtﬂmno:in

Missouri River: Ior tehance hetween Kansas City, Eans,, from
the upper esd of Quindaro Bend, and the mounth of the r ver 32:!5 G00..

Osage and Gmonade Rivers, Mo., and Eamsas River, Kans.: For
maintenance, $10,00

Cumberland n.her Tenn. and Ky.
85,000 ;

: For maintenance nhove Nashville,
B o continuing improvement beluw Nashville, $150,000; in nll.
by s

Tennessee River, Tenn., Ala., and Ky.: For maintenance and com-
tinuing improvement, ?505.000.

Ohlo River: Continu ng improvement and for maintenance by cpen-
channel work, $300,0

Ohio River: Coniinuin.g improvement by the eomstruction of locks
agdog?‘%lg with a view to securing a navigable depth of 9 feet,

o

“Allegheny River, Pa. : For malntenance by open-channel work, $10,000;
contjnu;:g;mlmgmremcnt by construction of locks and dams, $250,000;

Pittsburgh Harbor, Pa.: For maintenance, £G,000.

Grand rais, Murquette Bay, nnd Ontonagon Harbors, and Kewee-
naw Waterway, Mich. ; Asbland and Port Wing Harbors, Wis. ; Duluth-
Superior Harbor, Minn. and Wis. : Agate Bay and Grand Marais Har-
borg, Minn.: For maintenance, 3190 000 ; contim:l.ng improvements of
Keweenaw, Wa.terway. $10,000 ; in all, $200,0

Warroad Harbor and River, Baudefte Harbor and River, Zippel Doy,
and Lake of the Woods, Min.u. For maintenance, $3.800

Manistigue Harbor, Mich, ; Menmnlnee, Oconto, Green Day, Algoma,
Kewaunes, Two Rivers, namt.owor Bheboygan, Port Washington, Mil-
wankee, Racine, Kenosha, and Waukegan Hmbors. Sfturgeon Bay and
Lake Michigan Ship Cana!. and Fox River, Wis.: For m.intmance.
33:.}!0 %U compieting improvement of Racine Ilarbor, $165,000; in all,
$465,000.

8t, Joseph Harbor and River, Saugatuck Harbor and Kalamazoo
River, South Iaven, Holland, Grand Haven, Munskegen, White Lake,
Pentwater, Ludington, Manistee, Fortage Lake, Arcadis, Frankfort,
Charlevoix, and Petogkey Harbors, and Grand River, Mich.: For majn-
tenance, $330.000; leting improvement of Luammn Harbor,
$55,000% in all, £405 00(4

Ch.lcago anil Calumet Harbors, Chicago and Iilinois Rivers, 11l.: Calu-
met River, Il and Ind. ; and Indiana and Michigan City H.arbora. Ind. :
For maintenance, $300, Bﬁu continuing imprevement of Calumet Iunr.
$160.000 ; con gn pmmmnt of Illincis River below Copperas
f.‘re;?;. %&(égggo continuing improvement of Indisna ITarbor, $200,000;
n- ail,

channel conpecting waters of the Great Lakes between Chicago,
Dnlu& and Buffalo, m.dudlngDBt Marys River. 8t. Clair River, chan-
nels in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River, Mich.: For mainten: ance,
$119,000; continu improvement of Livingstone Chaunel, Detroit

ning

50,000 in_all, ‘!‘!69.000
The nnex r riations heretofore made for the
coustruction of the {ourth Icu:k t. Marys River, Mich., is hecreby
made available for maintecance wnrk in said St. Marys River,

Aackinae, Clwbon:an- Rozers Clty, Alpena, Harbor Bench and \Ion-

roe Harbors, Baginaw, Black, Cl Rogue Itivers, Mich, :

fungfe%%%%ebgommo - cnnt‘lmﬂng impmvemont of Nogue River, s..,.ooo.
n all,

Toledo, Port Clinton, SBandueky, Huron, Vermilion, Lerain, Cleveland,
Fajr‘ggrt. Ashiabuln, and Connedut Harbors, Ohfo: For maintenance,

Erie Harbor, Pa.: Dunkirk and Buffalo Harhors, Bl-u-k Rock Chan-
nel and 'l'onnwandn Harber, nnd Niagara: River, N. Y. lor malnte-
nance, $341,000; completing rovement 01' Black Rock Channel and
Tonawanda Hariaor. 81?0000 n &ll, §711.060.

Olcott, Charlotte, Great odns Bna Littie Sodus Bay, Osweszo, Cape
Vineent, and burg b, : For maintenance, £40.000
completing improvement of Oswngo !hu-bor. $a0 000 ; in all. $99.000.
San Franeisco, kland, ' Richmond, Monterw_r. umboldt, and Cres-
cent City Harbors. Redwood, Petaloma, snd San Kafael Creeks, Napa
Ri\er, San Pablo Bay, and Suisun and Suisun Bay Channels, Calif.:

For maintenance, $145,000 ; continuing improvement of nichmcna Har-
bor. $160,000 ; complet.im: lmproremant of I’etaluma Creek, 2003
continuing improvement of Iumboldt Harbor and Bay, $250, 00 for
improvement of Crescent City Harbor in accordance with the repcrt
su mitted in House Document Mo, 434, Bl:%fourth Congress, first ses-
sl rm3 and subject to the conditions set !‘arth said document, $100, 000 X

a

amlnm{o, Feather, San Joaquin, and Mokelumne Rivers, and Stock-
ton xmd Mormon Channels (diverting canal), Calif.: For maintenance,

812

oquine. Coos, Sluslaw, and Yaquina Bhers. and Coos Yaquina.
'I‘i]]nmook and Nehalem Bays, O For maintenance, g‘l con-
tinu fmprovement of Yaquina and Harbor, tiuﬁ. ; Inoall,

Caseades and Dalles-Celilo Canals, Ores.{ Columbia River and tribu-
tarles above Celilo Falls to the mouth of Elmka River, Oreg, and Wash,,
and Snoake River, Oreg., Wash., and Idaho: Ior maintenance, $5,000,
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Columbia and lower Willamette Rivers below Vanconver, Wash., and
Portland, Oreg., nnd mouth of Columbia River, Oreg. and Wash.: Con-
tinuing improvement and for maintenance, $500,000,

Willamette River above Portland and at Willamette Falls, Yamhill
and Clatskanie Rivers, Oreg.; Cowlitz, Lewis, and Grays Rivers, and
Skamokawa Creek, Wash,: For maintenance, $50.000,

Willapa River and Ifarbor, Grays Harbor, Chehalls and Hoquiam
gj;o&fh WVash. : Continuing improvement of Willapa River and Harbor,

e Ul

Puget Sound and its tributary waters, Olympia, Seattle, Anacortes,
Port Giamble, Tacoma, and Bellingham Harbors, Lake Washington Ship
Canal, Snohomish and BSkagit Rivers, Swinomish Slouﬁ , waterway
connecting Port Townsend Bay and Oak Bay, Columbla River between
Wenatchee and Kettle Falls, Wash.: For maintenance, $25,000; con-
ggl}:%né improvement of Lake Washington Ship Canal, $65,000; in all,

0,000,

Nome Harbor, Alaska : Continuing improvement and for maintenance
of Nome Harbor, $20,000,

San Juan Harbor, I'orto Rico: Continuing improvement and for
maintenance, $400,000,

For examinations, surveys, and contingencies for rivers and harbors
for which there mai; be no special appropriation, $250,000: Provided,
That no part of this sum shall be expended for any preliminary ex-
amination, survey, project, or estimate mot authorized by law.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order against
the motion to recommit, for the reason that there is a provision
in the motion making the funds immediately available, which
is unauthorized by law, and it is new legislation on an appro-
priation bill. That clause will be found in the early part of
the motion.

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order.
The question is on the motion to recommit.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the motion to recommit.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from North Carolina to recommit.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the noes
seemed to have it.

Mr. SMALL and Mr. SEARS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 205,
answered “ present” 1, not voting 102, as follows:

Enutson Moore, Ohio Schall Towner
Kraus Mott Beott Treadway
Lampert Newton, Minn, Bells Vaile
Lanham Nolan Shreve Vestal
Layton Oshorne Biegel Voigt
Longworth Paige Sinnott Volk
Luce Parker Blsson Volstead
MeAndrews Parrish Elem Walsh
MecArthur Patterson Smith, Tdaho Walters
MeClintie Peters Smith, 11L Ward
McFadden Phelan Smith, Mich Wason
McKenzie Porter Snel Watson
McKeown Purnell Snyder Wiebster
McKinley Quin Stevenson Welllng
McLaughlin, MichRadeliffe Strong, Kans. Wheeler
Mcl.agghlm. Nebr.Rainey, J. W, Sommers, Wash. White, Kans,
MeLe Ramseiver Sumners, Tex. Willlams
McPherson Randall, Calif, Sweet Wilson, IIL
MacGregor Ransley Swindall Winslow
Madden Rayburn Swo{:e Wood, Ind.
Magee Reavis Taylor, Colo. Woodyard
Mann, 11, Reber Taylor, Tenn. Yates
Mapes Reed, N. Y. Temple Young, N. Dak.
Merritt Ricketts Thompson Zihlman
Michener Rogers Tilson
Miller Rose Timberlake
Mondell Sanders, N. Y. Tincher
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ""—1,
Newton, Mo,
NOT VOTING—102,
Anderson Ellsworth Lonergan Riordan
Andrews, Md. Emerson Lufkin Robinson, N, C,
Ayres Ferris « McCulloch Rowan
Babka Focht MeGlennon Rowe
Baer Gandy McKiniry Rucker
Blackmon Ganlir cLane Babath
Bland, Mo. Gold uﬁ!e Maher Sanders, Ind.
wers Goodal Mann, 8. C Sanders, La.
Brinson Goodwin, Ark, ead Sanford
Brooks, Pa. Gould Milligan Scully
Brumbangh Graham, Pa. oon Steenerson
Campbell, Pa. Hamill Mooney Btephens, Miss,
Candler Harrison Moores, Ind Stiness
Carew Hersman Morin Strong, Pa.
Carss Ireland Mudd Sullivan
Casey James, Mich, Murphy Tague
Clark, Fla. Johnston, N. Y. eely Tinkham
Classon Kahn Nelson, Wis. Upshaw
Copl Kennedy, Iowa Nicholls Vare
Costello Kennedy, R. I. Olney Watkins
Crowther Kettner Pell Weaver
Currie, Mich. Kitehin Perlman Whaley
Dent Kreider Rainey, Ala. ‘White, Me,
Donovan Langley Ramse Wise
Dooling hiba Reed, W. Va.
Eaguan Little Riddick

So the motion to recommit was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Until further notice:

Mr. Kann with Mr. DENT.

Mr. Bowers with Mr. NeELY.

Mr. REep of West Virginia with Mr, Moox.
Mr. Saxpess of Indiana with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas,
Mr. TiIsEHAM with Mr. TAGUE.
Mr, Stroxg of Pennsylvania with Mr. RiorpAN,
Mr. CrowTHER with Mr. FERRIS.
Mr. Focar with Mr. CAxerpern of Pennsylvania,
Mr. WHiTE of Maine with Mr. OLNEY.

YHAS—121,
Almon Dupré Lazaro Rodenberg
Aswell Dyer Lea, Calif omjue
Bankhead Eagle Lee, Ga. Rouse
Barkley Evans, Mont. Lesher Rubey
1 Fields Linthicum

Benson Fisher Luhrin Sherwood
Bland, Va. Flood MeDuflie Bims
Bowling Gard y Major Sinelair
Box Garrett Mansfield SBmall
Brand Godwin, N. C, Martin Smith, N. Y.
Briggs Griffin Mason Smithwick
Byrns, Tenn. Hardy, Tex. Mays Steagall
Caldwell Hayden Minahan, N. T. Stedman
Cantriil Hoe Monahan, Wis, Steele
Caraway Holland Montague Stephens, Ohio
Clark, Mo. Howard Moore, Va. Stoll
Cleary Huddleston Nelson, Mo, Tayior, Ark.
Coady Hudspeth O'Connell Thomas
Colller Hull, Iowa O'Connor Tillman
BT R T

u v G . Aumplhireys e nson
Da:te-’s‘f Igoe Oliver Welty
Davis, Tenn. Jamwa% Overstreet ‘Wilson, La.
Denizon James, Va, Padgett Wilson, Pa,
Dewalt Johnson, Ky. Par in
Dickinson, Mo. Johngon, Miss, Pou Woods, Va.
Doremus Keller Rainey, H. T Wrighf
Doughton Kincheloe ker Young, Tex.
Drane King Randall, Wis
Drewry Lankford ]
Dunbar Larsen Robsion, Ky,

NAYS—205.

Ackerman Chindblom Fess Hawley
Andrews, Nebr.  Christopherson  Fish Hays
Anthony ‘ole Fordney Hernandez
Ashbrook Connally Foster ersey
Bacharach Cooper Frear Hickey
Barbour Crago Freeman Hicks
Beo Cramton French il
Beg Crisp Fuller Hoeh
Ben%nm Dale - Gallagher Houghton
Black Dallinger Gallivan Hulin,
Bland, Ind. Darrow Garner Hust
Blanton Davis, Minn. Glynn Hutchinson
Boies Dcm;l:sey Good Jefferis
Britten Dickinsen, Iowa Goodykoontz Johnson, 8. Dak,
Brooks, I11 Dominick Graham, IIL Johnson, Wash,
Browne Lowell reen, Iowa Jones, Pa.
Buchanan Dunn Greene, Mass, Jones, Tex,
Burdick Echols Greene, Vt, Juul
Burke Edmonds Griest Kearns
Burroughs Elllott Hadley Kelley, Mich,
Butler Elston Hamilton Kelly, Pa.
Byrnes, 8. C. Esch Hardy, Colo Kendall
Campbell, Kans. Evans, Nebr, arreld Kiess
Cannon Evans, Nev, Hastings Kinkald
Carter Fairfield Hauger Kleczka

Mr. AxpreEws of Maryland with Mr. WHALEY.
Mr. ExrswoRTH with Mr, CAREw.

Mr. LearsacH with Mr. Braxp of Missourd,
Mr. CosTELLO with Mr, Wise.

Mr. Varg with Mr. AYRES.

Mr. Gourp with Mr. WEAVER.

Mr. AxpErsoN with Mr. UrsHAW,

Mr. Laxcrey with Mr. BLACKEMON.

Mr. SteExNERsoN with Mr. Harrisox.

Mr. KenxepY of Towa with Mr, EAcAN,

Mr. Rowe with Mr. BRUMBAUGH.

Mr. Crassony with Mr. DoorLixeg.

Mr. Mupp with Mr. SAxpErs of Louisiana,
Mr, Moorgs of Indiana with Mr., WATEINS.
Mr. Jaares of Michigan with Mr. CANDLER.
Mr. Bagr with Mr. StepHENS of Mississippl.
Mr, MoriN with Mr. McLANE.

Mr. ExersoN with Mr. RowAx.

Mr. IrELAND with Mr., RUCKER.

Mr. Gramaum of Pennsylvania with Mr. KircHIN,
Mr. Brooks of Pennsylvania with Mr, NicHOLLS.
Mr, SaxFoEp with Mr. Doxovaxw.

Mr. GoopArr with Mr. MooNEY.

Mr. NeLson of Wisconsin with Mr. Brixsox.
Mr. Cuerie of Michigan with Mr. SULLIVAN.
Mr. Rmpick with Mr, SABATH,

Mr. McCurrocH with Mr. CAsEY.

Mr. Lirrie with Mr. Crark of Florida.
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Mr. Kexxepy 'of Rhode Island with Mr. Mean,

Mr. PErLymAN with Mr. GOLDEOGLE.

Mr. CorLEY with Mr. Ganpy.

Mr. Kremer with Mr. McGLeNxox.

Mr. MurrEY with Mr. Rogixsox of North Carelina.

Mr. Lurkin with Mr. McKimmy.

Mr, Ransey with Mr Gaxry.

Mr. STixesa with Mr. MageR.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill-

The questiom was taken, and the bill was passed..

On meotion of Mr, DEMPSEY; a motion. to reconsider the vote
by which thie bill was passed was laid on the table.

MESSAGE FHOM THE SENATE:

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks;
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bills:
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House
of Rlepresentatives was requested :

H. R.517. An act amending an act to provide for drainage of‘
‘Egdlan allotments of the Five Civillzed Tribes, approved March
27,1914 ;

H. R.8881. An act for the relief of the First National Bank
of New Carlisle, Ind.;

H. R.7050. An act for the relief of the First State Bank of
Kerrville; Kerr County, State of Texas;

H. R.11572. An act for the-reljef of the John E. Moore Co-;
and

H. . 12634 An act for therelief of Wilhelm Alexandersom:

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills
of the following titles, in which the eoncurrenee of the House of
Representatives was requested:

8.8737. Air act to carry out the provisions of an aet ap-
proved July 1, 1002, known as the act entitled ““An act to accept,
ratify, and confirm a proposed agreement submifted by the K-

sas or Kaw Indians of Oklahoma, and for:other purposes,” and:

to provide for & settlement to-Addie May Auld'and Archie Wil-
linm Auld, who were enrolled as members. of the said tribe
after the lands and money  of said tribe had been divided;

S. 684. A act for the payment of certain money to Albert H.
Raynolds;

§. 2682, An act for the relief of Blanche Winters;

S.4516. An act providing: for the appeintment of an addi
tional district judge for the:southern judicial district of the.
State of West Virginia;

§.4826. An act to amend section § of the act to incorporate
the American Reed Cross, approved January 5, 1005;

S, 4643. An act to amend an act entfitled “An act to provide
for vocational rehabilitation and return to:civil employment of
disabled persons discharged from tlie military or naval forces of
the United States, and for other purpeses,” approved June 27,
1918, as amended by the act of July 1T, T919; and

§. 4801, An act to amend seetion 1 of am act approved Feb-
ruary 26, 1910, entitled “An act to fix tlie salaries of tlie clerks
of the United States distriet courts aud' to provide for their
office expenses, and for other purposes.”

SENATE: BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate hills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their
appropriate committees as indicated Delow :

S.4434. An act for the relief of contributors of the Ellen M.
Stone ransom fund; to the Comnzittee on Claims.

S, 4897. An act to amend section 9 of’an act entitled “An act
to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and for
other purposes,” approved Oetober 6, 1917, as amended; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commeree:

S.684. An act for the payment of cerfain money to Albert: H.
Raynolds; to the Committee om Claims.

S.4516. An act providing for the appointment of an addi-
tional district judge for the southern judicial distriet of the
State of West Virginia; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8. 8737. An act to carry out the provisions of am act approved
July 1, 1902, known as the act entitled “An.act fo aceept; ratify,
and confirm a proposed agreement submitted by the Kansas or
Kaw Indians of Oklahoma, and for other purposes,” and to pro-
vide for a scttlement to’Addle May Auld and Archie William
Auld, who were enrolled as members of the said tribe after the
jands and money of sald tribe had been divided; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

S, 4643. An act to amend an: act entitled “Am aect' to provide
for voeational rehabilitation and returm to civil employment of
disabled persons discharged from the military or naval forces of
the United States, and for other purpeses,” approved Jume 27,
19018, as amended by the act of July I1, 1919 ; tothe Committee
on Eduecation.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR IIIS: APPROVAL,

Mr, RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported!
that January 20 they had presented to. the President of the
United States for his approval the following bill:

H. R, 12502, An aect providing for a report on the cost of im-
proving and maintaining the Gevernment boulevard on Mis-
sionary Ridge, in the Chickamauga and Chattanooga Natienal
Miltary Park.

DEFICIEXCY APPROPRIATION DILL.

AMr. GOOD, by direction of the Committee on Appropriations,.
reported: the bill (H. R. 15062) making appropriations to sups<
ply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending:
June 30, 1921, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes,
which was read: g first and seeond time and, with the accom-!
panying report, referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.and ordered to be prioted.

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Mir: Speaker; L desire-to: reserve:
all points of order om the bifl.

Phe SPEAKER. The gentlemamr from Montona reserves all
peiats of order on the bill.

EXTENSION OF IEMANKS:

Mr;: GREENE of Vermont. JMr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
ﬂm*lﬁf to extemd my remarks on the Agricultural appropriag-

on_bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks on the Agricultural ap-
propriation bill. Is there objection?

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object;
I have objected to the other unanimeus-consent requests, and
I regret I shall Iiave to objeet to-this one.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma objects.

ARAMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of the Army appropriation bill;
and, pending that motion, I would like to ask the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. Sissex] if we can.agree upon the time
for general debate. How much time does the gentleman desire
to use?

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker; I have requests for about three
hours. I should think we: could finish the general debate in
the afternoen; we could perhaps cut down the time a little:

Mr. ANTHONY. Weuld it be satisfactory to the gentleman:
to consume this afterncen in general debate, the time to. be

| divided equally between myself’and the gemtleman fromr Missis-
| sippi, with the understanding that we take up the bill’ under

the five-minute rule to-morrow?

Mr. SISSON. I would be very glad to de that, Mr. Speaker,
if T were certain we could have a quorum; but I would not like
to agree to that and thenr have some Members cut out when
all the time was taken up by calling the roll.

Mr, ANTHONY. Would it be satisfactory to limit debafe to
four hours if the time is equally divided?

AMr. SISSON. That would. necessitate my cutting down the
time of gentlemen who have requested 20 minutes and; 30 min-
utes, and so on. I would rather agree fo make it four hours,
two hours- ex ench side, rather than take up the whole affer-

noon.

Mr. ANTHOXY. That is agreeable to me if agreeable to the
gentleman.

The SPEAKER. The gemntleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent that the general debate be limited to four hours,
the time to be equally divided, two hours to a side. Is there
objection?

Mr. McCOLINTIC. Reserving the right to object, would the
gentleman be willing to incerporate in his unanimous. request
the condition that all remarks be confined.to the bill?

Mr. ANTHORY. I think not.

Mr. McCEINTIC. Then I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. The question is on
agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from: Kansas that the
House resolve tiself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Gnion for the consideration of the Army appropria-
tion bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Tic-
son] will please take the chair.

Thereupon the House resolved itself into.Committee of the
Whole House on the state of tlie Uniun for the eonsideration of,
the bill H.L R. 15943, the Army appropriation bill, with Mr
TrLsox in the chalr.

The CHATRMAN., The House is in Commitiee of the Whole
House o the state of the Union for the consideration of the
Army appropriation bill, which the Clerk will report by title.
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The Clerk read as follows: =it
. R, 15943) making appropriations for the support o
Arﬁ:ymgr(ge fiscal rea?r cmllng Jl?fe , 1922, and for other purposes.

Mr. ANTHOXNY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading
of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of-the bill be dispensed
with, Is there objectlon?

Mr. McCLINTIC. I object.

The CHATRMAN. Objection is heard.
the bill.

The Clerk read the bill.

During the reading of the bill the following colloguies oc-
curred ;

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the further reading of the bill for the first time be dis-
pensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that the further reading of the bill be dispensed with,
Is there objection?

AMr. McCLINTIC. I object.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oklahoma objects.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to prefer a unani-
mous-consent request. None of us is listening to the bill, and
it is a waste of time to have it read. I prefer the unanimous-
consent request that the further reading of the bill be dis-
pensed with. It will take an hour and a half to read it

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent that the further reading of the bill be dispensed
with.

AMr. McCLINTIC. Reserving the right to objeet, Mr. Chair-
man, I am keeping up with the reading of the Clerk, and I
object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma objects.

Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen-
tary inguiry. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin. Would it be in order to ask
that the reading clerk and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
McCruintic] should retire and go out to lunch? [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN, That is not a parliamentary inquiry. The
Clerk will read.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to prefer a unanimous-
consent request.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, FEess).
unanimous-consent request.

Mr. BLANTON. As a preface to my unanimous-consent re-

The Clerk will report

The gentleman will state his

quest——

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I object to any preface.
[Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON. I say, as a preface to my request——

Severar. MEMBERS. Regular order!

Mr. BLANTON. I ask unanimous consent that the time of
the House be conserved by dispensing with the further reading
of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that the
further reading of the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr, Chairman, this is an important bill.
I have not had the opportunity heretofore to read it, and I
object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma objects.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading.

Mr. McOCLINTIC. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order
that a whole paragraph was skipped. I have been keeping up
with the reading of the bill, and I think the Recomp ought to
show that all of the bill has been read.

The CHATRMAN, The Clerk will read,

The Clerk proceeded with the reading.

Mr., BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to prefer a unanimons-
consent request that in leu of the useless reading of the pres-
ent bill, to which no one is paying any attention, the Clerk
read the very interesting story by Mr. Willlam Shakespeare
entitled “ Much Ado About Nothing.” [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. TiisoN). The Chair will not recognize
the gentleman for that purpose. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, will the Chair permit a
parlinmentary inquiry?

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of no
quorum. That is a preferential point.

Mr. BLANTON. I ask whether the bill is being read for the
benefit of the Members or for the benefit of the visitors in the
galleries?

The CHAIRMAN. That Is not a parliamentary inquiry,

Mr, é\IcCLINTIC. I make the point that there is no guorum
present,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahomu makes the
point that there is no quorum present. The Chalr will count.
[After counting.] One hundred and one Members present, a
quorum. The Clerk will continue the reading.

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr, Chairman, this bill makes appropria-
tions for the Army for the fiscal year 1922, The committee that
has had it under consideration has sought to provide suflicient
funds for a Regular Army of 150,000 men.

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, Tmson, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 15943,
the Army appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution
thereon.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the Army appropriation
bill, and I move that general debate thereon be limited to four
hours, to be divided equally between the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr, S81ssox] and myself.

Mr., McCLINTIC. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Is the gentleman willing to ask that the
debate shall be limited to the bill?

+ Mr. ANTHONY. I think in view of the fact that gentlemen
have already been promised time, I can not do that.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that
general debate be limited to four hours, and the question is on
the motion of the gentleman from Kansas,

The question was taken; and there were on a division (de-
manded by Mr. McCrinTic)—ayes 89, no 1.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no
quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma makes the
point that ne quorum is present. Evidently there is no quorum
present. The Doorkeeper will elose the doors, the Sergeant at
Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll.
All those in favor of the motion of the gentleman from Kansas
will, when their names are called, answer “ aye,” and those op-
posed will answer “no.”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 279, nays 2,
answered “present ” 2, not voting 146, as follows:

YEAB—279,

Ackerman Chindblom Fish Johnson, Miss,
Almon Christopherson “isher Jones, 1"a.
Anderson Clark, Mo. lood Jones, Tex.
Andrews, Md. Cleary Fordney Juul
Andrews, Nebr. Coady Foster Kahn
Anthony Cole Frear Kearns
Ashbrook Collier Freeman Keller
Aswell Cooper French Kelley, Mich,
Ayres £0 Fuller Kelly, Pa.
Bacharach Cramton Garner xmgau
Bankhead Crisp Garrett Kiess
Barbour Cullen Glynn Ki
Barkley Curry, Calif. Good Ki&m
Bee Dale Goodykoontz Knutson
Begg Dallinger Gr::hn.n}, 1. Krans
};%e lh Bnrmw g:x:&' m:l‘& Lanham

enhom avey Lankford

ack Davia, Mimn, Greene, Vi, Larsen
Bland, Va. Davis, Tenn. Griest Layton
Blanton Demiascy Grifin Lazaro
Boles Dickinson, Towa Hadle Lehlbach
Bowling Dickinson, Mo, Hamilton Lesher

0X Dominiek Hardy, Colo. Linthicum
Brand Doremus & . TEX. Little .
Briges Doughton Hasiings Longworth
Brinson Dowell Hayden Luce
Brooks, IlL Drane Hernandez Luhring
Browne Drewry Hersey McAndrews
Buchanan r Hickey MeArthor
Bunlick Dunn Hicks McFadden
Burke Dupré Hill MecKenzie
Burroughs Dyer Hoch McKeown
Butler Echols Hoey MeLs
Byrnes, 8. C. Edmonds Houghton McPherson
Byrns, Tenn. Elliott Howard MacGregor
Caldwell Elston Hudspeth Madden
Campbell, Kans. sch Hull, lowa Magee
Cannon Evans, Mont. Humphreys Major
Cantrill Evans, Nebr, g_goe Mann, I11.
Caraway Fairfield ames, Va. Mansfield
Carss o8y Jefferis Mapes
Carter Fields Johnson, Ky Mason
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Merritt Raker Small Timberlake
Michener Ramseyer Smith, Idaho Towner
Miller ‘Rundsfl. Calif. Smith, IlL Treadway
Minahan, N.J. Randall, Wis. Smith, Mich Vaile
Mondell Ransley Smith, N. Y. Vestal
Moore, Ohio Rayburn Smithwick Vinson
Moore, Va. Reavis Snell Volk
ott Reber Snyder Volstead
Neely Reed, N Y Steagall Walsh
Newton, Minn. Rhodes Stedman Walters
Newton, Mo. Ricketts Btephens, Ohlo ason
O'Connell Robinson, N, C. Stevenson Watson
0'Connor Robslon, Ky. Stiness Webster
en Rodenberg Stull Welling
Oldfield Rogers Strong, Kans, ity
Oliver Romjuoe Summers, Wash. Wheeler
Osborne Rose Sumners, Tex. Williams
Overstreet Rouse Sweet Wilson, IIL
Padgett Nanders, La. Swindall Wilson, La.
Paige Sanders, N. Y. Swope Wingo
Park Schall Taylor, Ark. Winslow
Parrish Scott Taylor Colo. Wood, Ind.
Patterson Sherwood Taylor, Tenn. Woods, Va.
Peters Shreve Temple Woodyard
Phelan Siegel Thomas Wright
Pou Sinclair Thompson Young, N. Dak.
Quin Sisson Tillman Zihlman
Radeliffe Slemp Tilson
NAYS—2.
MeClintie Bears
ANSWERED *“ PRESENT "—2,
Iuddleston Stephens, Miss,
NOT VOTING—146.
Babka Gard Lufkin Reed, W. Va.
Baer Godwin, N, C. McCulloch Riddick
Benson Goldfogle McDuflie Riordan
Blackmon Goodal McGlennon Rowan
Bland, Ind. Goodwin, Ark. McKiniry Rowe
Bland, Mo. Gould McKinley Rubey
Bowers Graham, Pa. McLane Ruecker
Britten Hamill Mc.mughlin, Mich.S8abath
Brooks, Pa. Harreld MeLaughtin, Nebr.Sanders, Ind.
Brumbaugh Harrison Maher Sanford
Campbell, Pa. Haugen Mann, E, C, Scully
Candler Hawley Martin Sells
Carew Hays Mays Sims
Casce, Hersman Mea Sinnott
C]arg, Fla. Holland Milli Steele
Classon Hal!n&:& Mona n, Wis. Steenerson
Connally Hull, Tenn. Montague Strong, Pa.
Cople Husted Moon Sullivan
Costefln Hutchinson Mooney Tague
Crowther Ireland Moores, Ind. Tincher
Currie, Mich. Jacow Morin Tinkham
Denison James, Mich. Mudd Upshaw
Dent Johnson, 8. Dak, Murphy Vare
Dewalt Johnson, Wash. I\_eison Mo Venable
Donovan Johnston, N. Y.  Nelson, Wis, Voigt
Dooling Kennedy, Towa Nicholls Ward
Eagan Kennedy, R. I. Nolan Watkins
Eagle Kettner Olney Weaver
Ellsworth Kincheloe Parker Whaley
Emerson Kitehin Pell White, Kans,
Evans, Nev. Kleczka Perlman White, Me.
Ferris Kreider Porter Wilson, Pa
Focht Lampert Purnell Wise
Gallagher Langley Rainey, Ala. Yates
Gallivan Lea, Calif. ney, Henr%"r. Young, Tex.
Gandy Lee, Ga. Rainey, John W.
Ganly Lonergan Ramsey

So the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
Mr. VAre with Mr. STEELE.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

HusTEp with Mr. GALLAGHER.

HAUGEN with Mr. CONNALLY.

LawpeErt with Mr. CrArk of Florida.
McKiNLEY with Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY,
Waire of Kansas with Mr, VENABLE.
Yartes with Mr. MoNTAGUE.
Hawrey with Mr. GALLIVAN,
McLAvcHLIN of Michigan with Mr. Jouxy W. RAINEY,
PuURNELL with Mr. JACOWAY.
HyurcHINSON with Mr. BENSON,
Braxp of Indiana with Mr. GAzrp.
Kieczxa with Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina.
Sixxorr with Mr., RUBEY.
PArkEr with Mr. Younc of Texas.
Vorer with Mr. Siams.
MoxaaAN of Wisconsin with Mr. HoiLLAND,

~

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
. BriTTEN with Mr, EAGLE.

. Warp with Mr. JoaxsToN of New York,
. TiNcHER with Mr. MAYs.

. RamseEy with Mr. Lee of Georgia.

. NeErson of Missouri with Mr. McDUFFIE.
. NorAx with Mr. RAKER,

Bagr with Mr. WHALEY.

Bowers with Mr. BABKA.

Hunxes with Mr. KINCHELOE.

Jouxsox of South Dakota with Mr. LeA of California.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.

PorTER with Mr. MARTIN.

SELLs with Mr. Wirsox of Pennsylvania.

MurpHY with Mr. HAMILL.

JoaxNson of Washington with Mr. HuLL of Tennessee.

Mr. McLaveHLIN of Nebraska with Mr. DENT.

Mr. Dexnison with Mr. Evaxs of Nevada.

Mr. Hays with Mr. GANLY.

Mr. Mupp with Mr, PELL.

Mr. HarrELp with Mr, UpPsHAW.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will
open the doors.

On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, the House resolved itself into
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
for the further consideration of the Army appropriation bill
(H. It. 15948) with Mr. Tizsox in the chair.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, in response to the demand of
the people of this country, and in accord with the sentiment of
the membership of this House, the Committee on Appropriations
in reporting this bill have materially reduced the amount which
has heretofore been appropriated for the maintenance of the
Army. We are going to try to put an end to some of the waste
and extravagance which has characterized the conduct of the
Military Establishment in recent years. In reducing to the sum
which is appropriated for the maintenance of the Military Es-
tablishment, I do not believe we will impair to any serious de-
gree any of the many activities of that great organization,

The War Department in their estimates asked for the appro-
priation of $694,000,000. This committee has reported to the
House a bill which will give the War Department approximately
$328,000,000 for the conduct of the Army for the next fiscal year.
For the current year there was appropriated the sum of $390,-
000,000 for the Military Establishment. It was the intention of
this House, then, to appropriate for an Army of 175,000 men.
We are advised by the Chief of Finance that there will be a
deficit in the pay of the Army in the amount appropriated for
that purpose the current year, for an Army of 175,000 men, of
about $25,000,000, and that there will be a total deficiency this
year of over $100,000,000, so that the total cost of the Military
Establishment for the current year will be about $494,000,000
We propose to conduct it the next year at a total cost of about
$£331,000,000, including both the Army and the West Point Mili-
tary Academy, which has heretofore been carried as a separate
appropriation bill, but which this year has been included in
the Army appropriation bill

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are providing for an Army of 150,000
enlisted men in the Regular Establishment. This is really an
Army of 160,000, because we also provide for about 6,500 Philip-
pine Scouts, and there are authorized in the reorganization bill
2,500 flying cadets, for whom provision is made, so that we are
practically providing for an Army of 160,000.

Now, the criticism has been made that it will be impossible to
get the Regular Establishment down to a basis of 150,000 men
during the next fiscal year. The committee have carefully.in-
vestigated the facts again, and we do not believe there is the
slightest doubt that the Army can be easily reduced from its
present total of about 234,000 men to 150,000 men during the
next fiscal year and that 150,000 men will be ample to provide
properly for all the military requirements of the Nation.

It is contended that 234,000 men are now enlisted in the Army
and that we can not get rid of them in time to eut down our
force to 150,000 men during the next fiscal year. Now, this
number of enlisted men is made up of about 60 per cent three-
year enlistments and about 40 per cent one-year enlistments. In-
vestigations made so far by the General Staff develop the fact
that there will be no trouble in bringing the Army down by July
next to the 175,000 men required by the resolution which the
House passed the other day demanding that the War Depart-
ment reduce to that number, But if we simply cease enlisting,
and permit the one-year men at the expiration of their enlist-
ment to go out of the Army, and if we further liberalize the
regulations, which are now very drastie, and prevent any man
from getting out of the Army of his own free will after he has
enlisted, except by reason of death or dependency—if we liberal-
ize those regulations, there will be enough men who will want
to go out of the Army so that the number can be reduced easily
to the 150,000 men for whom we provide.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr., BLANTON. Of this 150,000 or 160,000 men whom the
gentleman speaks of I would like to ask, will any appreciable
number of them be privates?

Mr, ANTHONY. Quite a large number of them, of course,
will be privates, But I will say to the gentleman that we are
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appropriating in this bill for 14,000 commissioned officers, not
that we have any desire to limit the number of commissioned
officers provided in the reorganization bill, which was 17,000,
but because we think 14,000 is the number that there will be
of commissioned officers in the next fiscal year, and included in
that number are a large body ©of men who were emergency offi-
cers during the war, practically all of whom have had training
in snctual warfare under modern battle eonditions, and their
retention in the military service is one of the greatest and one
of the most reasonable assets along the line of military pre-
paredness that we can provide for at this time.

We are taking into the Regular service over 5,000 emergency
officers, men trained in the late war and now given commis- |
sions in the Regular service, and they, with the officers already
commissioned, make up this total of 14,000,

We must not lose sight of the fact that, in addition to these
150,000 men of the Regular Establishment, liberal provision is
being made for the growth of the National Guard. It now
numbers nearly 100,000 men, We figure that it will expand to
125,000 or 140,000 during the mext fiscal year; and if the
National Guard can have sympathetic treatment at the hands |
of the War Department, and be permitted to grow -and expand |
under the provisions of the iaw, it will easily reach the ma:i-i
mum for which that law provides and make a very efficient and
strong second line of military defense in fhis country.

We must also not lose sight of the faet that back of the Regu- |
lar Army and back of this National Guard are the millions of
trained men, the veteran soldlers who come to us as a resulf of
the Great War, who glso form a tremendous asset along the
line of military preparedness.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. g

Mr. BANKHEAD. Upon what theory of consistency does the|
‘Committee .on Appropriations provide for an Army of 150,000
men, when only a few days ago both branches -of Congress
passed a resolution fixing the minimum Army at 175,000 enlisted
men? ' -

Mr, ANTIHONY, Along the lines of economy and reducing the
public expenditures at this time.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Ohairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr, SISSON. If the gentleman will permit, the House did
net have an epportunity to vote on an Army of 150,000 men.
We were left to the one proposition of voting for 175,000 or
voting to leave the Army where it is now, because that resolu-
tion was brought up under a suspension of the rules.

Mr. ANTHONY. That is correct.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr, MADDEN. And we did not fix a minimum ef 175,000.
We fixed a maximum of 175,000.

Mr, BANKHEAD. That is equivalent to a minimum,

Mr., ANTHONY. I will say that there is ne attempt in this
bill to arbifrarily fix a maximum, except that we are appro-
priating an amount that will pay 150,000 men and 14,000 officers.

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes,

Mr, HULL of Towa. How many men does the gentleman
expect to be in the Army the 1st day of July of this year?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think there will be about 175,000, if the
War Department will go to work whole-heartedly toward re-
ducing the number of men.

Mr, HULL of Towa. They are not going to work at it at
present. T understand that they are still recruiting and that
you are paying $90 bonug for every man that you can reenlist.

AMr. ANTHONY. Does the gentleman mean that we are pay-
ing it or that the War Department is paying it?

AMr, HULL of Iowa. The War Department; and you are
appropriating the money and paying $00 to-day for a man to
reenlist, and yet the gentleman admits that he is going te re-
duce the Army when the Army is increasing all of the time,

Mr. ANTHORY. After March 4 I guarantee to the gentle-
man that the Army will be reduced, and rapidly reduced. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr., HULL of Towa. Would it not be a good plan to pass
sgome provision by which we could stop enlistments and reen-
listments?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think that was the intention of the House
when it passed the resolution introfuced by the gentleman from
California [Mr. Kaaw].

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It might have been the intention, but the
resolution did net stop it. The gentleman understands that.

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; but I have a repoert in my pocket from

the General Staff that says that the Army can be reduced to

175,000 men by July, and I take it that it is the intention of
the department to so reduce it.

AMr, HULL of Towan. The Adjutant General says that the
;ufoa_st ltlmt they can do is fo cut it down to 199,000 by the ist

uly.

Mr. ANTIHONY. Let me say to the gentleman that even
though the department does not act fully in accordance with
the resolution passed by the House and the Senate, even though
they do not arbitrarily refuse to reenlist men whose enlistments
expire and whe are asking for it, yet I say the next adminis-
tration has the power under the articles of enlistment that are
signed by every enlisted man to discharge any enlisted man
or as many enlisted men as it may please at any tlme.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Weuld the genileman advocate such a
step?

Mr. ANTHONY. I cerininly would, if necessary.

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman wield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. HUSTED. Does this bill provide for the retention of
all of these emergency officers who have been commissioned tn
the Regular Army, but whose appointments have mot yet been
confirmed ?

Mr. ANTHONY. It dees take care of gll appointments to the
commissioned grades which are now pending in the Senate.

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. TOWNER. I was much interested in the statement of the
gentleman from Kamnsas [Mr. AxTeEoxy] that he thought the
Natienal Guard weuld be increased materiglly if it could re-
ceive the sympathetic attitude of the War Department. Will
the gentleman be kind -enough to inform us whether the matter

| under existing law is dependent upon the sympathetic attitude

of the War Department? I think we would like fo know just
exactly what the situation is in regard to that.

Mr., ANTHONY. I am sorry to say that that has been the
case heretofore. I do mot think it is any secret; it is known
to anyone who has kept tab on military matters in this coun-
try, that ever since the armistice it has been the determined
policy of the War Department to try to kill off the National
Guard. The National Guard were discharged wholesale when
they returned from France with the idea that they would go
completely out of existence as individunls gnd as organizations,
and it has only been due to the fact that the returning soldiers
who came back from France, who were members of the Na-
tional Guard organizations which distinguished themselves over
there, made up their minds that they would perpetuate their
organizations and continue them in the National Guard of the
United States, and the War Department has been compelled to
permit a certain number of them to gualify as natiomal guards-
men.

The War Deparfment bas imposed in my opinion serions

handicaps to the reorganization of the guard, handicaps be--

cause they are insisting that each Sinte must erganize the guard
along the same lines as the Regular Army, insisting that each
State shall establish technical units of the National Guard
which are expensive and difficult to organize, instead of per-
mitting them to organize nlong natural lines of infantry organi-
zation, which is net only the most popular and meost effective but
costs much less money to maintain,

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yie!d?

Mr. FIELDS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY. I yield first to the gentleman from INinois.

Mr, McCKENZIE. Mr, Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman
from Kansas if it is not only fair to say of the War Department
that in discharging the National Guard from the Federal sery-
ice there was mo law in existence at the time whereby the Na-
tional Guard of the various States could be returned to their
former status as mational gnardsmen, but that defect has since
been cured by legislation. Is not that true?

Mr, ANTHONY. I think they could have aveided that step,
because, if the gentleman will remember, it was the gentleman
from Illinois, himself, who offered an amendment to one of the
svar bills enacted by this Congress to the effect that the organi-
zations which went into the Federal gerviee during the war from
the various States should be maintained im their entirety as
sguch organizatiens. That amendment and that law were ahso-
lutely ignored by the War Department, and they had the idea
then in mind of disorganizing the guard by refusing to obey
the law. I yield now to the gentleman from Eentucky.

Mr. FIELDS. Has there not been a feeling on the part of
the National Guard for many years that they .did mot have the
sympathetic cooperation of the YWar Department?

Mr., ANTHONY. There is no gquestion gbout that.

Mr, FIELDS. I submit ithis observation in .erder to correct
an impression which the gentleman made a while ago that this
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has been just since the armistice. Is it not a fact that it dates
back many years?

Mr. ANTHONY. As the gentleman will recall, a great many
vears before the war, when we sat on the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, many oflicers of the Regular Establishment were
wont to come before us and belittle the National Guard——

Mr. FIELDS. And under former administrations—

Mr. ANTHONY (continuing). But the Congress has always
stood by the guard, and the guard has vindicated upon the
battle fields of France the good opinion we had of them as they
have invariably done when called upon to perform service.
[Applause.]

Mr, FIELDS. And this has existed under former administra-
tions as well as under the present administration?

Mr. ANTHONY. That is quite true.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will yield.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Does the gentleman have in mind
any legislative policy that can be established after the 4th of
March to change the sympathy of the War Department toward
the National Guard?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. We have already made such pro-
vision, The Committee on Military Affairs last year in its
reorganization aet provided that the Chief of the Militia Bureau
should be a National Guard officer selected by the governors of
the States. The War Department has made swch appointment
of a National Guard officer, but I am very sorry to say they
did not listen to the recommendations of the governors of the
States.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield for a question
on another point?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will.

Mr., CHINDBLOM. Can the gentleman state, approximately,
how many emergency officers of the war are retained in the
Army now and come within the numbers of those who were con-
firnred last Saturday by the Senate?

Mr. ANTHONY. About 5,200, as I remember.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. That is the total number of confirma-
tions.

Mr, ANTHONY. That is the total number of emergency offi-
cers appointed to the Regular Army.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. If the gentleman will yield further, that
is about the total number of confirmations made by the Senate;
1 figured they averaged about that, but I understood many of
those appointments confirmed by the Senate were men already
in the Regular Army line,

Mr. ANTHONY. I am not familiar with that.

Mr. FISHER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will

Mr. FISHER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether

-the committee in drafting the bill made an investigation as to
what effect the varying policies of the Government as to the
number of enlisted men will have on the efficiency of the War
Department? For instance, we first passed a bill fixing 280,000
as the number of enlisted men of the Army. Then the appropri-
ation bill appropriated, as it was claimed, for an Army of
175,000, or 10 per cent under 175,000, and it was claimed on the
floor of the House that the Secretary violated the instructions
of the Congress in enlisting over 175,000. Now we come with
150,000, all within a few months’ time, and I would like to know
whether or not the committee has investigated that and whether
it would not have a serious effect on the efficiency of the Army?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say that one of the members of the
committee which framed this bill has investigated and has rea-
son to believe that the number of men that this Congress ap-
propriates for to compose the Army of the United Stafes dur-
ing the next fiseal year will be faithfully adhered to and ob-
served by the Government after the 4th of March,

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for an-
other question?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I do not know whether the gentle-
man desires to discuss it at this time or not, but I am interested
in the matter of the return home of the soldiers in Germany.
If the gentleman does not desire to disenss that now I will take
it up later, but I would like to have some information about
that.

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think our committee has official
information in regard to when the men who compose the army
of occupation on the Rhine will be returned, but the Secretary
of War tells us that he has initiated the policy of no longer
sending any replacements over there with the idea that ulti-
mately they would return. And the committee has assumed

that the army that is now in Germany will be returned at an
early date.

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will.

Mr. MILLER. For a question. What was the basis for fixing
the number at 150,000 men? Why not 125,000 or 175,000? How
did the committee come to arrive at the number of 150,000%7

Mr. ANTHONY. The number was fixed after a careful study
of the actnal requirements of the country. We took into con-
sideration the number of men who would be required to garri-
son our outlying possessions and the number of men necessary
to be maintained in garrisons in this country, including the
Coast Artillery for our fortifications, a force on the border, and
for the various military posts in this country——

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman yield for another short
question?

Mr, ANTHONY. And we concluded that 150,000 was about
the right number.

Mr. MILLER. Did the gentleman’'s committee take into con-
sideration the world's condition, or did it fix it entirely upon
conditions within the United States?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; we took into consideration every con-
dition, I will say to the gentleman.

Mr. MILLER. How did the gentleman arrive at the world's
condition, through what sources of information, as to form a
basis of the United States Army?

Mr. ANTHONY. We made up our minds that the probability
was very small that this country would be called upon to par-
ticipate in any foreign war, and we figured on the size of an
Army that would be most proper for the purposes of the defense
olr;d this country and for the maintenance of domestic peace and
order.

Mr., MILLER. Minimizing the chances of any increase of
the Army because of the world’s condition, you probably al-
lowed the Army sufficient to meet the demand within the
United States?

Mr, ANTHONY. I think so. And let me go further in an-
swer to the gentleman and say if we should be called upon to
participate in any great world's war that to-day this country
is better prepared, from a military standpoint, than any other
nation on the face of the earth, We have more guns, cannon,
artillery of all kinds, and of the most modern kind, built and
in storage, than any ofher nation in the world, and we have
more ammunition than those 10,000 or 12,000 big tield guns can
fire off in about 20 years.

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will permit me, in answer
to the gentleman I would like to state that my idea as to the
committee fixing this Army at 150,000 men or 160,000 men was
to fix at least 10 men to each officer, that they had already
provided for, and which personnel they could not change.

Mr, MILLER. I did not seek information from the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. I wanted to get some definite information.

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the gentleman from Texas needs a
course of instruction at the hanus of the Military Committee.
The duties of the commissioned officers in our Army for the
next few years will not be -entirely confined to oflicering the
different regiments and organizations. We find that it is going
to take for the purposes of military training in this country at
schools and colleges 1,000 officers. It will take another 1,000 to
train the National Guard. It will take another thousand for
vocational-training purposes, and hundreds of them will be re-
quired in many other activities away from their regiments, to
say nothing of the work of educating the officers themselves.
The commissioned force of the Army will be very busy during
the next few years.

Mr. BLANTON. I knew the gentleman would find something
for them to do, because they are already here.

Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman will permit, I wish to say that
quite a number of the bureaus in the War Department have
nothing but officers. There are no privates in those depart-
ments at all—such as the Judge Advocate General and the In-
spector General Departments—and perhaps that would make
the average of officers to the enlisted personnel much larger.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. On the basis of 150,000 men for your
Army, what will the strength of the Infantry be?

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think the committee has figured
out the strength of the different organizations. That is a matter
which we would leave to the War Department.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. You do not mean to say that you have
come before Congress and have not fizured on the strength of
the different branches of the Army?

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose it will be based on the strength
of the branches as fixed in the reorganization act. The gentle-
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man knows that. Now, if we reduce the Army, I presume it
will keep it in the same relative proportion,

My, HULL of Towa. And what is that relative proportion?

Mr, ANTHONY. I will refer the gentleman to his commit-
tee’s bill, which the gentleman helped to prepare, ?

Mr. FIELDS. The committee by limiting the appropriation
has reduced the enlisted personnel about 47 per cent. What
per cent of decrease has it made in the commisgioned personnel?

Mr. ANTHONY. It has made no attempt to decrease the
commissioned personnel.

Mr. FIELDS. So it will be as great for an Army of 150,000
men as was provided for an Army of 280,000 men? Are we to so
understand?

Mr, ANTHONY. No. The War Department has authority
to commission seventeen thousand and some hundred of officers,
if it is desired.

Mr, FIELDS. That is not impaired?

Mr., ANTHONY. It is not impaired by anything in this bilL

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY, I yield.

Mr., McKENZIE. Ts it not a fact, I will ask the gentleman
from Kansas, In speaking of the number of commissioned officers
of the Army it is very apt to mislead almost anyone not thor-
oughly familiar with the Military Establishment, for the reason
that the preachers and the doctors and the veterinarians and
the dentists are all classed as commissioned officers? And
when you think of the number as a whole it is confusing in
taking into consideration men commissioned to lead the fight-

?

Mr. FIELDS, Will it require as many doctors and preachers
for 150,000 men as for 280,0007

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to the gentleman, if the gentle-
man from Kansas will permit, that the Surgeon General of the
Army contends that he ought to have his full guota of 63} per
cent of officers for the entire authorized enlisted strength of the
Army, regardless of how many enlisted men there are,

Mr. FIELDS. Will the gentleman yield for another sugges-
tion?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will

Mr, FIELDS. Is it not a fact that under your Army reor-
ganiaztion bill passed last fall, followed by the legislation that
you are now adopting with limitation, you have got an Army
that is top-heavy with its commissioned personnel?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think not,

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield.

Mr. DUNBAR. Can the gentleman tell the House the cost
in the present year of maintaining an army of occupation on
the Rhine?

Mr, ANTHONY, I can not give the cost for the present year,
but it was developed before the committee that the total cost of
maintaining the army on the Rhine up to December 4, as I
remember it, was $277,000,000, and of that amount the German
Government has paid about $34.000,000 on account.

Mr. DUNBAR. Did that include the calendar year or the
fiscal year?

Mr. ANTHONY. It was the total amount from the time
that our Army moved into Germany down to last month,

Mr. DUNBAR. Another guestion, please. If the next admin-
Istration declares the war with Germany to be at an end, those
soldiers will be withdrawn and there will be that much money
sayed?

Mr, ANTHONY. There will.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit? That will de-
pend upon the terms of the resolution in which peace is de-
clared, will it not? This is a rather interesting question. If
peace is declared, the provisions of the treaty will still be in
effect. I do not know whether the soldiers would be withdrawn
or not.

If peace is declared by resolution, I should suppose that the
resolution would fix whether or not the troops are going to be
withdrawn, The gentleman would not want to commit himself
on that?

Mr. ANTHONY. T wlll say to the gentleman that the com-
mittee has gone on the assumption that the army of occupation
in Germany will be entirely withdrawn at a very early date.

Mr. QUIN. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. QUIN. The cost of $270,000,000 for the army that we
have in Germany up to the 1st of January was for how long a
peried of time? Was it from the time we put them there up to

that date?
Mr. ANTHONY. Wait a minute and I will give it to the gen-
tleman.
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Mr. QUIN. And therefore I would like to know the number
of men we have there now, and what the average has been
which has aggregated that enormous sum of $270,000,000,

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman that the first
charge was for the month of December, 1918, when the cost was
$34,344,000. The German Government pald $6,770,000 that
month, Then during the year 1919 the bills were made in three
perlods—one of $113,000,000, one of $16,000,000, and one of
$25,000,000. The German Government made two payments on
that, one of $8,000,000 and one of $14,000,000. In 1920 there
were two charges, one of $7,000,000 on March 31 and one of $7,000,-
000 on June 30. The German Government made two payments,
one of $1,300,000 and one of $1,000,000, making the total charges
of $257,000,000 and total payments $32,000,000, leaving a halance
in faver of the United States on June 30 of $225,000,000. Of
course, that has increased very considerably since.

Mr, QUIN. At the close of the session of Congress last year
I read a letter from the Secretary of War to the chairman of
the Committee on Military Affairs, which did not.get into the
Reconn, which showed that it cost $25,000 a year for each one
of those soldiers that we have over there, I want to know
whether that is correct, and whether it is still costing that much,
and why such an enormous charge as that should be charged
for the maintenance of those soldiers?

Mr, ANTHONY. Under the terms of the armistice the Ger-
man Government is supposed to pay the expense of the American
army of occupation.

Mr. QUIN. Admitting that to be true, how ecan this Govern-
ment charge such outrageous sums for the maintenance of a
soldier in Germany as compared with the cost of maintaining
him in the United States?

Mr. ANTHONY. We have not the exact fizures, but I will
say that all of the cost of the maintenance of the army of oc-
cupation in Germany is included in the appropriation bills that
Congress has passed from year to year for the support of the
Regular Army, and there were items included in the. estimates
for this bill for that purpose, but we eliminated them entirely
from the estimates when we framed this bill,

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Chairman, wilk the gentleman permit me
to make a suggestion to the gentleman from Mjssissippi?

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; I will yield first to the gentleman from
New York,

AMr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, before we get entirely away
from the 150,000 Army, I would like to ask this question: I
think most people visualize an army from the number of men
who earry guns., How many of the 150.000 men would be
actually field men, carrying guns?

Mr. ANTHONY. There are a very large number in the differ-
ent special corps of the Army. I will try to give the gentleman
the figures here. I will try to hunt that up later, but I would
say that there would be 40,000, anyway, in the different special

corps.

Mr. SNYDER. Then there would be 40,000 out of the 150,000
that would be actually mobile troops?

Mr. ANTHONY. No. There would be about 110,000 or
120,000,

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; I yield.

Mr. KAHN. The testimony before the Commiffee on Mili-
tary Affairs covering a period of years was that of the enlistil
personnel of every 10 men 6 were in the combat service and 4
in the auxiliary.

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes. I am obliged to the gentleman.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

AMr. HULL of Towa. Is it not true that if you put your Army
at 150,000, you will not have quite €0,000 in the Infantry?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will tell the gentleman that T know noth-
ing in regard to the details upon which any sized Army would
be made up during the next fiseal yaar. )

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the answer to the question is
that you would have less than 60,000° actual Infantry carryins
arms.

Mr, SNYDER, That is exactly what I wanted to bring out.

Mr. SISSON. Oh, Mr, Chairman, that is not exactly a fair
statement.

Mr. ANTHONY. You have Iield Artillery, and you have
Coast Artillery, Cavalry, Engineers, Signal Corps, tank, chemi-
cal, and other fighting units, which would run the number of
fighting men up to 110,000 or 115,000 men out of the total of

000.
lfr. HULL of Towa. I would like to ask another question.
I am somewhat mystified myself in trying to get at the exact
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firures that the War Department is putting out. Since the
gentleman has informed me I am still more mystified.
gentleman spoke of having 175,000 in the Army on the 1st of
July. I have before me in the hearings on the deficiency bill,
page 232, the testimony of Gen. Lord, estimating the strength
of the Army and putting it at the 1st of August at 200411, I
do not understand these different sefs of figures. I had one
the other day which was corrected in a very short time by the
War Departinent, go that I think most of them are guessing.

Ar., ANTHONY. I advise the gentleman not to base any of
his theories upon figures that come from the War Department.
[ Laughter.]

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Chalrman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes.

Mpr. FISHER. I was very much interested in the gentleman’s
statement as to the poliey of the incoming administration con-
cerning the disposition of the army of eccupation. Can the
gentleman give us any information as to when they will be
brought home?

Mr. ANTHONY. We have no knowledge as to when.

Mr., FISHER. And I will ask the gentleman under what
conditions they will be brought home? Will they be summarily
brought home?

Mr, ANTHONY. I can not answer that.

Mr. FISHER. Can we anticipate n further reduction in the
number of enlisted men in the Army when the army of cccupa-
tion is brought home?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think se. After March 4 you can rest
assured all these things will happen.

Mr, JUUL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY., Yes.

Mr. JUUL. I would like to ask the gentleman if the soldiers
now in Germany may be looked wpon as voluntarily there?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think most of them have enlisted for
foreign service. In fact, I understand that the service in Ger-
many is very popular, because the American dollar is worth a
vastly larger sum when computed in German marks,

Mr. MADDEN. WIill the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield.

Mr, MADDEN., While we were congidering the Army reor-
ganization bill last summer I asked the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Kanx] how many men we had in Germany and how
much it cost per day to maintain that army abroad. In re-
sponse to the question I asked him to read a letter from the
Secretary of War indicating that the coest since the armistice
was signed would average $1,220,000 a day. That being carried
to its logieal conclusion would result in abeut $1,000,000,000
of expense since the armistice was signed, for the army over
there, as against the figures now given by the War Department
to the subcommittee having charge of this bill.

Mr, DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MADDEN, No; let me finish my question. Now, I
ghould like to know whether or not the information in posses-
sion of the gentleman's subcommittee eovers the questions that
were involved in the colloguy that fook place between the gen-
tleman from California [AMr. Kaus] and myself at that time.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will my colleague yield?

Mr. KATIN., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., ANTHONY. First I will yield to the gentleman from
Michigan and then to the gentleman from California.

Mr. CRAMTON. Let me call attention to these figures that
were before the committee, thaf in the month of December,
1918, the cost was $34,000,000, which would be a little over a
million dollars a day; whereas in the three months from April
to June of this year it was $7,000,000, a much smaller fizure
per day, due probably to the reduction of the force.

Mr. ANTHONY. Now I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. KATIN. The gentleman will recall that immediately after
that first letter of the Secretary of War was read to the Hounsze
nig followed it with another letter saying that it was that
amount while the great number of soldiers were in the occupled
territory, and I think he referred to the fact that we had as
many as 230,000 soldiers in the occupied territory then, but that
the cost had fallen as the men were brought home, and I think
he gave the exact cost that was being paid by Germany at that
time.

Mr. MADDEN. So that as a matter of fact the figures that
are now reported by the department to thie Appropriations Com-
mittee do not tell the exact story, and it amounts to a good
deal more money than what it seems to amount to on its face.

Mr. ANTHONY. I might say for the gentleman's information
ihat we were assured by the War Department at the beginning
of eur hearings on this bill that the amount of the expense of
the maintenance of our Army in Germany had been paid in

The:

full, and it was only after further questions that we found that
such was not the case.

Mr. MADDEN. I think if the matter were more thoroughly
investigated it would be found that we have gone to an expense
of $1,000,000,000 to maintain the American Army in occupled
German territory since the armistice was signed.

Mr. CRAMTON. If my colleague will yield in that connec-
tion, as illusirating the force of the chairman’s statement a
moment ago as to the reliability of the informatiom derived
from the War Department, in the beginning of the hearings,
when Gen. March, Chief of Staff, was before the subcommittee
and asked abeut the payment for maintenance of the army of
occupation in Germany, he used this language in response to a
question :

I went Into it with Gem. Allen, and he said he had on hand cnough
marks daily to pay the current expenses of the American troops there,
Of course, the transportation problem is still on us, Germany will per-
bhaps pay for It in the long rum, but the runmning by day

expenses day
L:l:[ﬁn geen paid for some e and the marks have always been forth-

]lnu.?)erﬁo.vx‘. Have the marks been figured at thelr present market
value

Gen, Mancy., I do mot know about that, But there is no troubla
about payment ; the American troops are paid right along.

Mr. CrayTON, You mean that at Coblenz the local bills are rendeved
in marks and paid in marks?

Gen, Marcn, Exactly so.

Then, later in the hearing, the fact developed that only one-
seventh at the most had been paid.

Mr. KANN, The American soldiers have been paid, as I
understand it, but this country has paid them, and Germany
has not paid them, although Germany agreed to pay them at the
time of the signing of the armistice.

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

G M:-. MOORE of Virgiria. May I ask the gentleman a ques-

O‘n. o

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I see from the hearings that we
have about 16,000 soldiers in Germany now. Can the gentleman
state how definite our obligation iIs to maintain an army there?
I notice the Secretary says he expects to reduce the force to
about 8,000 by December, so it would seem that we are under
no exact contract and have incurred no very well-defined obliga-
tion. If that is true, why should not Congress enact legislation
that will dispose of that situation by providing for a return of
the troops, if it will be in violation of no agreement? [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman that the ecom-
mittee does not know definitely just how many troops we agreed
to maintain in Germany, but we did get the impression that more
troops had been sent to Germany than our original agreement
provided for.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does not the gentleman think that
somebody ought to ascertain what the facts are in order that we
may enact such legislation as may be proper and desirable?

Mr. ANTHONY. There will be no necessity for enacting it,
because the troops will probably be back by the time Congress
could act.

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. We have waited for a statement
from the department and have done nothing when we might
have acted if action was admissible.

Mr. MADDEN. The President vetoed the resolution that was
passed that would have enabled these iroeps to be brought

back.

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. By no means, if the provisicns of
the armistice fix our obligation, and not the treaty.

AMr. MacGREGOR. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr. ANTHONY. I yield fo the gentleman from New York,

Mr. MAcGREGOR, I have been endeavoring to ascertain the
number of civilian employees in the Army. Ilas the chairman
determined that question?

Mr. ANTHONY. That has been a mooted question. The
statement has been made frequenily that with the Army as
now constituted for every two enlisted men there is a civilian
employee. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramzox], a
member of the committee, went into that guestion very thor-
oughly and developed that there are now in the Army 102,000
civilian employees.

AMr., CRAMTON. As fllustrating a further fact, the state-
ment of the chairman is correct from information we reccived
two days ago, but to-day it has been reduced about 10,000,

Mr. HARDY of Colorado. Will the gentieman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will

Mr. HARDY of Colorado. Will the gentleman tell us some-
thing about the policy which this bill provides for training in
colleges?

Mr. ANTHONY. This bill provides for the continuation of
training in schools and colleges and appropriates $3,000,000 for
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that purpose. There are now 100,000 young men receiving
military ftraining in schools and colleges under what are
called the Tleserve Officers Training Corps provisions of the bill
We propose fo give them enough money so that they can keep
up this activity to the fullest extent,

AMr. ENUTSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will

Mr, KNUTSON. The question was brought up about occupa-
tion—there are two brigades in Germany at the present time,
are there not?

Mr. ANTHONY, There is supposed to be a division, possibly
made up of three brigades.

Mr. KNUTSON. There is a second brigade, known as the
Silesian brigade, supposed to police that country while the
plebiscite was held, but it has never been called into action.
Why has not this Silesian brigade been called home?

Mr. ANTHONY. The troops for Silesia were dispatched from
this country. When they reached the other side there was
some objection to their going into Silesia.

Mr, ENUTSON. Why were they not brought back to this
country?

Mr. ANTHONY. They were not brought back under the
poliey of the War Department,

Mr., KNUTSON. The Silesian brigade is in excess of the
number that we agreed to maintain in Germany under the
armistice.

Mr, ANTHONY. That probably is true.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY. I will yield to the gentleman,

Mr, WILLIAMS, I want to get a little light on this matter
in regard to how this bill was constructed. It was framed by
a subcommittee of five members, of which the gentleman was
chairman. Was it afterwards submitted to the full committee?

Mr. ANTHONY. It was submitted to the full committee and
debated and discussed considerably.

Mr, WILLTAMS. Does the gentleman eare to state whether
any changes were made? .

Mr. ANTHONY. There were several changes made in the
bill, minor changes,

Mr. WILLTAMS. Iow long was the bill discussed by the
full committee?

Mr. ANTHONY. About two hours, and it was considered
about two months in the subcommittee.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T understand that, but what I wanted to
find out was how much the whole committee considered it.

Mr. ANTHONY. The subcommiitee felt highly complimented
when it was found that except for three amendments made in
the bill its work was approved by the whole committee,

Mr. HULL of Iowa. WIill the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will

Mr. HULL of Towa. Do I understand that this committee is
willing to defend the policy of discharging a man who has a
written contract with the Government to serve for three years?
I understood him to say that they were going to discharge
some.

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say that if it is necessary to make
public expenditures come down within the limits of the receipts
of the Treasury, such a step Is fully justified.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does not the gentleman think that it
would have been a better plan for the committee to have first
stopped the enlistments and stopped paying $00 for a man that
you are now going to discharge?

Mr. ANTHONY, Undoubtedly this House should have taken
action in December and put a stop to further enlistments, I
want to give due credit to the gentleman from Iowa, as I under-
stand he introduced a Dbill calling for such action, and I am
sorry he did not get action on if sooner.

Mr. HULL of Towa. I wonld like to inquire why the gentle-
man's committee did not act, He will remember that about the
1st of December I called his attention to the fact that this
ought to be done, and he said that his committee was going to
attend fto if.

Mr, ANTHONY. I consulted with the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, and we found that, it being a legisla-
tive matter, it very properly belonged to the gentleman’s com-
mittee. [Laughter.]

Mr, HULL of Iowa. You may have talked with the chairman
of the committee, but you told me it could be quickly accom-
plished by putting it on a deficiency bill.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa will observe
the rules of the House.

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman from Iowa seems to ques-
tion the right and authority of the War Department to dis-
charge a man before his term of enlistment expires. That seems
to be running through his questions. I will ask him if he ever

read the articles of enlistment. If he has he will find that the
language says the man is enlisted for a specific term of years
unless sooner discharged by the Secretary of War. So there is
no contract that binds us te keep a man for a term of three
years.

Mr. HULL of Towa. I understand that, but we have never
done that.

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY, I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DOWELL. The gentleman has intimated that 14,000
officers are more than is necessary for 150,000 men.

Mr. ANTHONY. Kor the purpose of line oflicers.

Mr. DOWELL. What will the officers do who are not needed
as officers of the Army? J

Mr, ANTHONY. I will say that nearly every one of them
will be put to some useful work. A large proportion of them
will be oceupied for the next few years in the development of
their own military education.

Mr, DOWELL. How many officers are there in the service
at the present time?

Mr. ANTHONY. Thirteen thousand one hundred.

Mr. DOWELL. Are they all in the city of Washington?
[Laughter.]

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, no; I think there are about 1,000 here.

Mr. DOWELJ. The reason I mmke the inquiry is because
they are disposing of millions of dollars’ worth of property in
gome of the camps, and in one I know of the highest officer there
is a lieutenant, and I assume that the most of them are here
in Washington and that they have no one of special rank to
attend to this speecial service.

Mr. ANTHONY. If the gentleman will read some of the
paragraphs of this bill before the House, he will see that this
commiftee intends to put mmny of these officers to work.

Mr. DOWELL. If that is possible, I hope the gentleman will
succeed.

Mr, KNUTSON. What kind of work?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. Answering the problem ralsed by the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. Horr]l, I want to say that if the War De-
partment now would discharge all of the men in the Arnry who
want to be discharged they could reduce the personnel down to
at least 75,000 men. 2

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman is quite right about that.

Mr. BLANTON, The point is that the Secretary is holding
them when he has no right to do it.

Mr. MAcGREGOR. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield, although I want to conclunde my
remarks in about five minutes,

Mr, MAcGREGOR. ©On this proposition of motor vehicles
does not the committee think they could have gone to a greater
extent in stopping the Army from rolling around on wheels?
Practically $5,000,000 are provided for gasoline in this bill.

Mr. ANTHONY. Is the gentleman referring to the appropria-
tion for gasoline?

Mr, MacGREGOR. Yes; about $5,000,000.

Mr. ANTHONY. About $3,000,000 of that is provided for
the Air Service. The Air Service used about three and a half
million dollars' worth of gasoline in the past year.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. KNUTSON. Did not the Congress pass a resolution pro-
hibiting officers from joy riding around in these cars?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; and I think that has been largely
done away with.

Mr. KNUTSON. I passed seven or eight of them in Rock
Creek Park on Sunday.

Mr. CHINDBLOM., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Is it not a fact that this provision for
14,000 officers is also made because in the event of an emergency
the officers are the desirable contingents in the Army?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; because these officers are already
trained. They have actual war experience, and it has been
demonstrated during the late war that we can raise an effective
enlisted force within a very few months’ time.

Mr. BROOKS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ANTHONY, Yes.

Mr. BROOKS of Illinois. IHow many men are to be in the
Ajr Service?

Mr. ANTHONY. The number has not been arbitrarily fixed.
There are now 9,000 enlisted men in the Air Service. That
number will have to be reduced, if we reduce the total of en-
listed men.
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Afr. BROOKS of Illinois. How many civilians will there be
in the Air Service?

AMr. ANTHONY. We do not know. There are now §,000
civilinng, but we have materially reduced the appropriation
for civilian employees, and they will be cut about 40 per cent.

AMr. BROOKS of Illinpis. That will make about 17,000. How
many men will actually 1ly?

Alr. ANTHONY. The law provides that 90 per cent of the
commissioned strength must fiy.

Mr. BROOKS of Illineis. About how many men will that be?

Mr. ANTHONY. There are about 1,000 officers now.

Mr. BROOKS of Illnois. That is about 17 helpers to 1 flyer?

Mr. ANTHONY. Not quite in that proportion, but I would
say fo the gentleman that we did find that the Air Service was
encumbered with a tremendouns number of civilian employees,
and in framing our appropriations we did so with the idea that
we were going to try to compel the Air Service to fly itself in-
stend of depending upon civilians to get them in the afr.

Mr. SNYDER. I would like to know what occupation these
civilians follow in the Air Service?

Mr. ANTHONY. In the Air Serviee they are nearly all me-
chanics, There are a good many laborers, but 2,000 of those
civilians are employed at the engineering development plant at
Duyton, Ohio, where experiments in aireraft are carried on.

Ar. DOWELL. How many eivilian employees haye been dis-
posed of in this bill? :

Alr. ANTHONY. I would say that if Congress enacts this
Bill into law the War Department will be compelled to perform
a surgical operatien on itself and get rid of about 40 per cent
of its civilinn employees.

Ar. DOWELL. Does that mean that the appropriation is
sueh that it will be impossible for the department to employ
these civillans?

Ar. ANTHONY. It will have to cut down its foree to come
within the money appropriated.

Mr. DOWELL. Or will they employ them and then eome in
with a deficiency?

Alr. ANTHONY. I will be frank with the gentleman. The
eommittee has not appropriated emough money in this bill for
the carrying on of an organization of the present size that the
War Department now is, but if these appropriations are enacted
into law the War Department will have to cut down the size
of every one of the separate bureaus and organizations that
compose its activities to bring it within the limitations im-
posed in this bill. If the gentleman will read the bill, he will
find that we have made some changes in the language of the
bill, because we have hedged in nearly every paragraph where
there used to be lump-sum appropriations with limitations pro-
viding that not to exceed certain sums shall be expended for
this or that activity. If you enact this Dill into law, protected
with the language that is carried in the bill, the War Depart-
ment can not exceed that sum of money, and they must cut
down their force to comply with it.

Mr, DOWELL, Then it will be impossible for them to em-
ploy these men?

Mr, ANTHONY,
ent force.

Alr, DOWELL. And then come in with a deficiency ?

AMr. ANTHONY. The War Department can only come in for
a deficiency for pay of the Army and for subsistence. We must
feed and clothe and pay the Army. If they should enlist 280,000
men, Congress would have to provide for that, but in these other
aetivities all through the Dill they are limited to the exact
sums appropriated.

AMr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Alr. FIELDS, My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Alr. ANTIIONY. I yield to my colleague from Kentucky.

Ar. FIELDS., I believe the Secretary of War has already
directed that the civilian personnel be reduced by at least 40

r cent, has he not?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. I might tell the gentleman a very in-
teresting story there, but I want my colleague, Mr. CRAMTOX,
to do that. -

Mr. FIELDS. I saw a notice of it in the newspaper.

Mr, ANTHONY. It is yery evident that the War Department
has profited by the hearings held by this gsubcommifttee, because
nearly all of the points brought out along the lines of economy
in the War Department have in the last day or two been put into
effect under orders by the Secretary of War.

Mr. BLANTON. Now, will the gentleman yield?

Alr. ANTHONY. I will yield to the gentieman.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is providing $5,000,000 for
gas in the bill, $3,000,000 of which——

AMr, ANTHONY. Three million dollars,

It will be, to continue to ecarry all its pres-

Mr. BLANTON. Three million dollars for the Air Service. I
want te ask the gentleman—
bu]i{r_ ANTHONY. There is not §5,000,000 for gasoline in the
Mr, BLANTON.
Mr. ANTHONY.
Mr. BLANTON.

Approximately that.
No.

There is §3,000,000 for the Air Serviee,

Mr: ANTHONY. Possibly $3,500,000 altogether.

Mr, BLANTON. Well, in Texas last week gasoline was sell-
ing at 28 cents, and gasoline made a drop of 3 ceats in one dny,
coming down to 25 cents for gasoline. We are paying 30 cents
in Washington at this time without any drop. Iias the gentle-
man made any provision with regard te buying its Government
gasoline at places where they are able to sell it at 5 cents a
gallon: cheaper than they do in the Nation's Capital?

Mr. ANTHONY. It is estimated that gasoline will be con-
siderably cheaper in the next fiscal year. :

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield

Mr. ANTHONY. I will yield to the gentleman from Alalmma.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The appropriation in the current bill for
the present fiseal year for vocational edueation in the Arvmy is
about $3,500,000. I notice that the item in this bill carries
$1,000,000, only a little more than one-fourth of the ameunt
earried in the existing law, and also there are some rather
stringent provises in here as to the use of that money. Is it
the policy of the committee in so greatly reducing that to under-
take to destroy, in effeet, the system of wocational training in
the Army?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman we did not
intend to destroy real vocatlonal training, but we do intend to
cut ouf, if we possibly ¢an, this idea of a large Army university.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, SISSON., Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
before I shall address myself to the matters in which I am
interested in this Army bill I want to take this opportunity to
express to the House the appreciation of the subcommittee and
the appreciation of the full Committee on Appropriations for
the magnificent services rendered to the committee, to this
House, and to the couniry by the distinguished chairman who
has just spoken to you. [Applanse.] This gentleman has given
a great deal of very patient attention and hard work to the
preparation of this bill. Prior to my golng on the committes
with him my acquaintance had been a pleasant one, but I have
learned to Lave the very highest regard for his ability, his
honesty, and his integrity, and that is the most essential ele-
ment of a good Congressman in this House. I do net believe
that anyone would imagine that this eomes from me, a partisan
Democrat, in speaking of a partisan Republiean, unless I meant
every word that I say. He is a man full of the highest nims
and purposes and has rendered the country great service in his
work and influence on this bill.

Now, something was said a moment ago in reference to the
plan adopted by this committee in cutting down the Army bill to
150,000, when the number fixed by legislation of this House &
few days ago was 175,000 men, As a matter of fact that legisia-
tion was net fixed and did not fix and ocught not to fix the size
of the Army. I think a majority of the membership of this
House were opposed to that measure, Every fair legislator
knows that a matter of that much importance ought not to have
been brought up under a suspension ef the rules, because under
the rule you could not vote for a less Army, you could not
amend it, and if you voted against the resolution you put your-
self in the attitude of voting for the present Army of 282,000
men. Therefore, those of us who believe in a less Army than
175,000 were taken by the throat and compelled to vote for the
resolution or be placed in the attitude of voting for a larger
Army than 175,000, I do not think that the chairman of the
Committee on  Military Affnirs [Mr. Kaaxn] ouzht to have
brought a matter of that much importance up under suspen-
gion of rules, where the debate is limited to 20 minutes on the
side, and let the country believe that this House has fixed the
Army at 175,000 men when he knows that there is a majority
of the Members on this side of the House whe would have been
glad to have voted for 150,000 or eyen less. That was the most
unfair and most unprecedented method of legislating sinee I
have been & Member of the Heuse. That was for the purpose
of throttling the will of the House, and ne one knew it better
than the gentleman from California. I think it comes with poor
grace for any man te now say that that legislation committed
the Committee on Appropriations to appropriate meney for
175,000 men.

I want to ask some gentleman who does net believe that we

have approprinted for a sufficient army what enemy are we
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afraid of to-day? Germany lies bankrupt; France is Qmeti-
cally bankrupt; England is weighted down with debt; Europe
is in no condition to fight a war. In other words, as was
stated to you by the chairman of the committee a moment ago,
the United States Government is in better condition to fight a
war now than it ever was in the history of the country. She
has over 4,000,000 well-trained young men who have just come
out of the Army. Sbe has material which is estimated by one
man to be worth four or five billion dollars besides that which
they are actually using. I do not know whether that statement
is true or not, but we do know that there is a vast store of
material which they have declined to declare a surplus. At
any rate, with all of this material, with all of the guns, with all
of the small arms, all of the rifles, all of the ammaunition, with
the magnificently trained officers we have, we are in better
shape to fight a war to-day than any nation on the face of the
earth, We may thank God that this war only lasted after
we got into it for a little over a year, because another year
would have made a terrible toll upon the young men of the
country and a terrible drain upon the Treasury, because we all
know that the war ended just 12 months earlier than we ex-
pected. In fact, the peak of resistance was expected to come
just about a year from the date the armistice was signed. So
I am at a loss to understand how a man could want a larger
army than 150,000 men, The truth of the business is that so
far as I am individually concerned, unless you can get some-
thing for these soldiers to do, I feel that 150,000 are too many.
Our own people are now staggering under a load of taxation.
When this war broke out the Army was only costing $100,000,-
000 a year. The war is over more than a year, and this bill
reported by this committee carries the stupendous sum of
$328,000,000, or an increase of over 328 per cent more than
when the war with Germany began. Does mnot this satisfy,
gentiemen? What consideration have gentlemen for the over-
burdened peeple that they represent? If I could have my way,
there would be a more radical reduction of expenses all along
the line. The Army produces nothing and the evil is not lim-
ited to the number of soldiers taken from the producing class.
This is enough, but there is more than this.

That great evil is the enormous number of clvilian employees
that they have around these camps and cantonments. WWe were
first given to understand it was 106,000 of those people, but a
revision in the estimates shows something like 98,000 and odd.
But, at any rate, if their last estimate is the true estimate, you
will have more men waiting on the Army and the Navy than there
will be of fighting men in the 150,000—that is, actual fighting
mer, If you take those men around the various offices, eamps,
and training fields that do the work, you will wonder why thou-
sands of useful things might not be done by the soldlers and
save millions on top of millions of dollars. These officers and
goldiers have too many civilians waliting on them. I believe the
Army can be made useful to themselves and made independent,
red-blooded men by permitting them to do things for themselves.
I do not believe men are improved as soldiers or as men by
lying around the camps without having something to do besides
drilling and acting soldiers.

They endeavor to make the Army life attractive by moving pic-
tures and all sorts of recreation. I do not know how it is with
other people, but I tell you that about the best recreation o man
can have id to perform some good, honest toil. It will bring
more contentment and satisfaction than drilling a few hoors a
day and having the recreation furnished at such an expense. I
am going to make every Army man angry when he sees this
statenrent, but I would like to hold up fo them as a model the
United States Marine Corps. The Marine Corps down here at
Quantico are not waiting for Congress to appropriate money to
improve their homes. They are taking that old camp, those old
tunible-down buildings, unsightly affairs, and are toking off
their uniforms and are pulling the bulldings up on the hills,
onto good lots, and are painting them and putting new founda-
tions under them and making atiractive homes of themr. In
the corps there are brick masons, carpenters, paper hangers,
and so forth. Those boys are beautifying Quantico. If the
Marine Corps stays there a little while they will have beautiful
homes, They do this for a very small sum of money. Not over
eight or nine hundred dollars. If you were to see those build-
ings when they get through with them yeu would think that they
cost £8,000 to $10,000. But the Marine Corps is willing to go
and * take hold of the smutty end of the chunk” themselves.
And you ask why the Marine Corps is a favorite among so many
Congressmen and so mony people of the United States. The
answer is that it is becanse of the spirit displayed by it

Down at Panama, when the Appropriation Committee was
making its annual visits for the purpcese of ascertaining the

amount of money to be appropriated for the canal, Gen.
Goethals, who is himself of the Army, told us that he had been
guilty of misappropriating some funds. He declined to make
any explanation until he showed a beautiful place, with foun-
tains playing, with walks laid out, and the barracks all fixed
up, and everything clean. Here was the explanation. He gald
that a committee of marines had come to him and asked him for
a little lumber, paint, and cement in order to fix up the bar-
racks, and he gave it to them. He said that he had no anthority
to do it, but did it. It cost only a few dollars. The result was
one of the most beautiful places you ever satv.

Then he took us down to another place, ywhere there were
squalid old buildings. The walks were overgrown with vegeta-
tion. It was a horrible looking affair. *“Now,” he said, “I
offered to do the same thing for the Army, but when they found
out liow it was to be done, their expression was, ‘To hell with
that, if the Government can not fix it up.)” The committee
without a dissenting vote indorsed what he had done.

Golng back to the Army, I do not believe we are justified in
keeping so many civilinn employees in performing service that
these soldiers could perform, and would be better soldiers by
performing. [Applause.] Your subcommittee ngrees with that.
Mr. Chairman, this Army reorganization bill is the most mar-
velous piece of legislation ever put together. There was never
anything on earth like it. It is so constructed that when you
appropriate money it all beecomes one appropriation, and is so
considered by the Army. It is difficult to put limitations upon
it so as to control the items of appropriation, although we have
made an effort to do it by limitations on this bill. You may
appropriate money for one purpose, and they will take and use
it for another,

You might just as well not try to limit the amount of money
you are going to appropriate for the Army under this bill, be-
cause they will take the money and transfer it from the pay of
the Army and for food and clothing of the Army, in which items
they are permitted to create a deficiency by law, and use that
money for these purposes for which they desire to use it, and
then come back to Congress and ask you to give them miilions
of dollars of deficiencies in the pay of the Army and for food
and clothing for the Army. Now, the only thing you have done
heretofore, when you make this appropriation, as you have done,
is just to write the figures at so many dollars for the Army, for
they can convert it into a lump sum., That ought not to be,
Congress ought to have control not only of the amount, but we
ought to have absolute control of the items for which this money
should be expended.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. The gentleman snggests that Con-
gress should do it. How would you do it?

Mr. SISSON. It is easy. You have got to rewrite your
Army bill or allow your Committee on Appropriations to do
some legislating. Of course, you are not going to do the latter.

Mr. BLANTON, The committee could have arranged it
themselves by placing proper limitations on the appropriation
of this money.

Mr. BISSON. Of course, we do not have such distinguished
parliamentarians as my friend from Texas on our committee.
If we had men like my friend from Texas, we conld do all these
things, but unfortunately we have no one on the committee,
except such men as “ Jrr"” Goop, the chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee, and Mr. AxTHONY, the chairman of this
gubcommittee, and a few men of that caliber, and no one can tell
how this thing can be done without legislating in violation of
the rules of the House.

Mr., FISHER. The gentleman has had wide experience in
drafting different appropriation bills for the different depart-
ments of the Government. Do we understand that it is only the
Army that causes deficiencies or the transfer of items for
different purposes?

Mr. BISSON. I do not know.
the naval bill

Mr. FISHER. Is it troe of all the departments of the Gov-
ernment and not one peculiar to the Army?

Mr. SISSON. It is peculiar certainly to the Army., Tha
Army bill is fearfully and wonderfully made. During the war
it was absolutely necessary to have large lump sums, virtually
given to the President of the United States as Commander in
Chief of the Army, and you are going to do that always when
you have war; but in time of peace this bill ought to be sufii-
ciently itemized so that a Congressman when voting can know
exactly what he is voting for; else you can not control the
appropriations.

Mr. HUSTED. If you cut down the Army from 175,000 to
150,000 men is not there some danger, and is not the opinion
of the men who fought our battles for us that you would skele-

I have not helped to make up
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tonize the Army down to a point where it would cease to be
an effective fighting unit as a whole? In other words, if yon
had a balanced Army, you would not have enough men in the
\'ahrl?us services which would be necessary to the Army as a
whole?

Mr. SISSON. I must decline to yield further, because I have
not the time at my disposal. Further, if nry distinguished
friend will follow off after experts, he will soon be out in 2
wilderness and will wander and wander. There is one thing that
I am always afraid of, and that is the expert on Army matters,
hecause the expert comes to you and tells you about a skeleton
Army, which, of ecourse, means nothing. You may have a big
skeleton or you may have a little skeleton. Who is going to
determine the size of the skeleton? Is it the nman at the head
of the Army or the General Staff or the people’s Representatives
who constitute the legislative department, whose duty it is to
assume that responsibility? I am not willing that an Army
officer shall determine for me the size of the Army that I
think we ought to have. I will listen to him, and I will always
say to my friend the Army officer, “ I am glad you love a big
Army, because you love the service you are in, and if you do
not believe in a big Army, you ought not to be in it.” But I
insist that this Government ought not to be made simply an
institution for the support of soldiers. I want it to have some-
thing else left for the support of other lines of endeavor. In
the past the revenues of this Government have been largely
absorbed by the Army and Navy.

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr. FISHER. I want to ask another question in regard to
the diverting of the funds. The gentlenran stated that the Army
did not hesitate to divert funds from the purpose for which
the Committee on Appropriations had written them in the bill
to some other purpose. I would like to ask the gentleman
whether or not the Comptroller of the Treasury has not some-
thing to say about that?

Mr. SISSON. He has a great deal to say about that.

But the Comptroller of the Treasury has got to be controlled
by what we write in the bill. You write it in the law and
they will show the comptroller that Congress says * we mecy
spend this money.” That is what I am criticizing. I did say
the Army officer did not hesitate to divert funds in violation of
law. I am not criticizing the Army at all. Congress made that
law, and that law permits it. The trouble is not with the Army
officer but is with Congress, who permits it to be done with so
much ease, [Laughter.] I want him to understand, however,
that he is not putting it over me. I want him to understand
that I at least know what is going on, and I protest against it.
It may be that other men may want the Army officer to spend
the money as he sees fit and proper, but I want to have some-
thing to say as to how I spend my own money, and I think
as public officials we should be more particular in spending
public funds which are put into our hands than in spending our
OWn money.

Mr. JONES of Texas.
yield?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr. JONES of Texas. I would like to know what functions
are performed by the General Staff that could not be just as
well performed by others in the Army?

Mr. SISSON. I am glad the gentleman asked that question.
T am a somewhat prejudiced witness, My observation while on
the Committee on Appropriations during the war was that the
General Staff served the very magnificent purpese of being the
principal “buck passer” of all the Army. [Laughter.] Now,
if you try to find out what is done anywhere in the Army you
trace it around from the Secretary of War to the General Staff,
and when you trace it into the General Staff, there you have
lost it. [Laughter.] I have never been able to get any con-
crete information out of the General Staff at all.

When you ask them about something they will say, “ That is
under Gen. So-and-s0’s department.” You go to Gen. So-and-so's
department, and he will tell you, “I am acting under the Gen-
eral Staff.” I do not see that General Staff. It is the hardest
thing on eurth to locate. If anyone can find that General Staff,
I will give him a nice little ehromo. [Laughter.]

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
right there?

Mr. SISSON. Certainly.

Mr. MADDEN. I had occasion to call up an officer the other
day for certain information, and he said that matter was under
Col. So-and-so. I hunted up that Col. So-and-so, and he said it
was under the jurisdiction of another colonel. I hunted up that
other colonel, and he said it was under the jurisdiction of still

Mr. Chairmanp, will the gentleman

another colonel, and altogether I called up six colonels, and
the last colonel said it was under Col. So-and-so, and——

Mr., SISSON. And then you got discouraged and got on a
street car and gave up the chase? [Laughter.]

Mr, MADDEN. No. Finally the last colonel told me that
that matter was under the control of the first colonel whom I
had seen, and I ecalled him up again, and he said, “I made a
mistake when I first told you it was under Col. So-and-so. I
find it is under me.” [Laughter.]

Mr. SISSON. Yes. I believe that the Army officers are as
honorable men as you and I ever knew. I believe that so far as
peculation or dishonesty is coneerned, it is the farthest thing
from their souls. The training they go through at West Point
and their fraining as Army officers cause them to despise pecu-
lation In the Army. But I never saw a bunch of men who were
more careless and reckless about the expenditure of money
which they think is for a proper purpose than are the Army
officers.

Mr. MADDEN.
money is,

Mr. SISSON. It may be that that is because they are edu-
cated at the expense of the Government. As Gen. Goethals
once told me in conversation, the civil engineer in private em-
ployment has to look after economical methods in order to get
contracts, but the Army engineer does not have to look after
funds but simply after resulfs, and the consequence is that
they never have been trained along economical lines.

iMr. GREENE of Vermont, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. The gentleman was kind enough
to speak of the existing fact that under the forms of the Army
appropriation bill Army items can be juggled from one purpose
to dnother, so that the purpose of Congress is often defeated.
I wish to say that it was the expectation of the Commitiee on
Military Affairs when it was still an appropriating committee
to follow the Army reorganization act with a new draft of the
Army appropriation bill, which would accomplish the very
things that the gentleman regrets can not be accomplished by
a bill reported from the general Appropriations Committee.

Mr. SISSON. You would have to change your Army reor-
ganization bill to do it. But I can not enter into that discus-

That is because they do not know what

slon now.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I only wanted to make it clear
that— ;

Mr. SISSON. I will remind the gentleman that my time is
limited.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. At that time we had appropriat-
ing power, and now we Lave legislative power, which the gentle-
man's committee does not have. Now, you have taken away
our appropriating power and lost your power to legislate,

Mr. SISSON. This Congress did it. Men are talking about
that matter and criticizing people. Both the Republican and
Democratic platforms demanded something like this. But, more
than that, a man ought not to get angry solely because it may
affect, as he thinks, his standing in the House. Members here
ought to be willing to serve the country generally. A man now,
if he thinks he loses a little prestige or influence on the floor
of the House, becomes angry because the House saw fit to place
all appropriations in one committee. But all this evil grew
up under the old system. We have done all that you could
have done on an appropriation bill. Your committee can legis-
late now as it could when you made the appropriations. You
could not legislate on this bill when you had it. This change
was made by the House for the good of the country and not to
give a man or a committee prominence in this House.

I do not ecare personally what you do with it. It is imma-
terial to me whether you leave the appropriating power. here
or whether you take it back to your own committee, But while
I am on that subject I want fo tell you about an unholy alli-
ance that caused it all to be taken away. When the Committee
on Appropriations was created in 1866 it had all the appropria-
fions, but when Mr. John G. Carlisle, of Kentucky, was elected
Speaker, Sam Randall, of Pennsylvania, was chairman of the
Appropriations Committee, and there was a faction in the Demo-
cratic Party. Mr, Carlisle and Mr, Willlam R. Morrison, of
Illinois, ehairman of the Ways and Means Commitee, and Mr,
Thomas B. Reed, then a distinguished Member of the House from
Maine, and the Republicans joined hands with that faction, and
voted with Mr. Carlisle and Mr. Morrison and their erowd to
curb Sam Randall's power, and to take the power away from the
Committee on Appropriations and divide it up among the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, the Committee on Naval Affairs,
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and so on,
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But there was one man on the floor at that time, a distin-
guished Member of Congress, and if you want to read a great
debate turn to the Coxoressronat Reconp and see what was
said there. He was the one Republican who had the eourage
to stand up and make the fight on the floor of the House, and
he prophesied what would happen. He said, *This is no time
to play politics, and you ought net to play politics with this
matter.”” He told the House then what would be the result,
He told them they were going to enter upon an era of extrava-
ganee the like of which this country never had seen. That gen-
tleman is still a Member of the House, and he has remained
here long enongh to see his prophecy literally fulfilled.

_ He was the one man who was not swept oil his feet by par-
[tisan politics, but kept his mind constantly open; and knowing
Jhuman nature; and knowing how men will make a pet of their
.particular line of legislation that they have charge of, he op-
‘'posed the change which was made at that time. Go back and
read his speech. No man can {mprove on it to-day. Read his
statement as to why there should be one appropriating eommit-
tee. That speech was made by Uncle Jo Canwow, of Illinois,
who is still a Member of this House. [Applause.]

Mr. CHINDBLOM. When was that?

Mr. SISSON. It was shortly after Mr. Carlisle was elected
Speaker, and Mr. Randall was chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations. You can look it up.

Mr., McKENZIE. I am sure my friend from Mississippi does
not want to be misunderstood.

Mr. SISSON. No; I do not.

Mr, McKENZIE. I listened to the gentleman's sirictures on
the General Staff. T want to ask the gentleman, if he had it
in his power to write the military legislation of our country,
whether he would omit therefrom the provision creating the
General Staff?

Mr, SISSON. I would, and I would put the responsibility on
the Secretary of War and Tet him choose his own advisers,
That is what I would do, and then I would have him in the
shape that the Secretary of the Navy is in. They tried to put
the General Staff over on the Secretary of the Navy and he was
able te defeat it here in this House.

No; when you begin fo divide authority it is too much like
the German general staff. I do not like militarism. By the
way, before I forget it I am going to discuss something else
now, but I want to say that I do not want to reflect upon the
personnel of the General Stafl. They are very estimable gentle-
men. I do not know whether I know many of them or not, be-
cause I do not know who are on the General Staff. I do know
the Chief of Staff, and one or two more, but I do not know the
others when I meet them, and I do not know that anybody else
knows them when he meets them. I do not know whether there
are 23 of them of 2,500 of them, and nobody else seems to know.

Mr. McKENZIE. The gentleman is willing to admit the faet
that the German general staff was a very great military staff?

Mr. SISSON. 1 am, indeed, willing to admit that, and that
Germany was a greaf military power, but I am still unwilling
to convert this Republic inte a Germanized, militarized Govern-
ment, where the soldiery shall control the Government instead
of the people controlling it. [Applause.]

Now, I wish to say that in my judgment in this educational
movement I see a great deal of danger for Congressmen in the
future. The War Departmeni were adveriising in the news-
papers, but they say they have quit that. They were adver-
iising in papers. They still have the propaganda, and have
people out spreading the propaganda, “ If you want te get an
education, join the Army,” that in the Army you may be edu-
cated, and that it Is ihe principal thing. Very little is said
about military training. I am getting letters, and no doubt you
are; and when John Jones, from your neighborhood, enlists in
the Army he goes to school, and he writes back to Bill. Bill's
mother and father discuss it. They are not able to educate Bill,
and they say, * We would like very much to have Bill go to that
school.”

What is the result? The people back home begin to demand
bigger appropriations to enlarge these military schools, and the
result is that you enlarge the schools and enlarge the demand
for them, the demand for schools supperted by State appropria-
tions will cease and Stafe legislatures will be delighted to
relieve themselves of that burden, and the result will be that
you will gradually have this thing grow =o that it will be just
as it was in Prussia. That was not a day's growth, and Prus-
siagnism was never able to grow until it made the German
people realize that the boy was being educated at the e
of the Government. When that was done, first he was trained

for seven years, then he got five years, and later they reduced
‘it to three years; and what I fear is, that the people without
knowing it are going fo begin to demand more money for these

schools,, I do mot object to the rehabilitation of the boys who

were injured in the war. I do not object to spending all the
money that is necessary to try to help these boys along the high-
way of life after they have been wounded and maimed in the
war, but I am unwilling that this Government, under the guise
of military training, should build up an educational system
that will appeal to the people throughout the United States, so
that the voters will compel Members of Congress to vote for
these great national schools or else theywill defeat you. I think
there is great danger that in a few years that Prussianism that
we fought fo destroy will be the system here.

Th The gentleman has consumed 30 minutes.
I will take 10 minutes more.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Will the gentleman yield for a question
in that connection?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman well knows that for the
last year or two the Army has been holding out the inducement
under authorify of law for young men to enfer the Army upon
the specific promise that while in the service they will be given
the opportunity to secure vocational training.

Does the gentleman think it is right under these circum-
stances, after they have persuaded the young men to enlist under
these promises, for the committee to practically destroy the
whole vocational system?

Mr. BISSON. Oh, no; we have not done that in this bill
That is the only reason I did not reserve the right to be against
this appropriation, because I want to carry out the contract
obligations we are under. But I do not want it to be the per-
manent policy of the Federal Government. Here is going to
be the trouble, under the guise of educating the boy if they keep
him three years, as the Pope said about children, “ You give
me the fraining of the child until he is 10 years of age and I
do not care who has the child after that, I will make him a
Catholic.” Nothing was ever said truer than that. Nobady
knows better than my distinguished friend that if you take a
young man and put him in the Army for three years and let
him associate with other soldiers, give him their sort of an
education, you will find when he leaves he will have a tender
heart for the Army, and he becomes a voter in the country for
its enlargement and iis inferest as he was taught tfo.

Mr. BROOKS of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SISSON. Yes,

Mr. BROOKS of Ilinois.
vocational training?

Mr. SISSON. It does.

Mr. BROOKS of Illinois. Can the gentleman give us some
information regarding some of the witnesses whe appeared be-
fore your commitiee? I remember one from Finland and ene
m_ Mississippi that had been eonnected with voeational

ing.

Mr. SISSON. Ob, yes; I know him very well. He is o fine
gentleman. Ah, bat I tell you that when you get one of these
fellows in this work he is never satisfied. He ought to be en-
gaged in the work enthusiastically or he is not worth anything;
but I am not willing to appropriate more money than we are
appropriating in this bill for this purpose at this time,

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SISSON. I will

Mr. McKENZIE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missis-
sippi if he does not believe—for instance, at Camp Lee—that
the boys of our country could be given better imstruetion along
agriculiural lines than at an agricuitural schoel?

Mr. SISSON, Oh, I never raw any evidence of that. I never
saw a bey that wanted te go back to the plow. Our trouble is
to induce the boys whe were in the late war to go back to the
plow. I tell you the Army life does not tend to fit a man so
that he desires to go back to the plow. It is all very well to
talk about the poetry of the smell of the upturned sod and of
the dogwood blossoms, the singing of the birds, the tinkle of the
babbling brook, the rattling of the chains, and the whistling of
the boy on his mule in the early mern on his way to the field;
it is all very nice, but you just try te take hold of plowhandles,
get up at daylight, feed the horse or the mule, and by the time
the sun gets up take hold of the plow and plow until 12 o’'clock:
go back and feed your horse, get something to eat, and then get
back to work by 1 o'clock, and work until sundown, and it
takes all the poetry out of that boy forever. [Applause.]

There is one thing you get that you like and that is by night
you have a magnificent appetite and you have a magnificent
desire to sleep. But where you get a fellow into the Army camp
with the moving pietures and pretty girls coming around to sce
you, good musie, Uncle Sam furnishing the eclothes and the
meals, you are going to give that fellow a good time, and he will;
not go back to the plow.

This bill provides $1,000,000 for
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There is no trouble in getting a man to go around over the
plantation riding around under an umbrella astride of a horse
and seeing the other fellow do if.

But that is not bothering me. What is bothering me in the
future is the millions of acres of untilled land, and the boys
deserfing the farms and agriculture. The man that can solve
that problem to-day, the man that can devise some scheme to
induce these boys to go back to the farm, so that the boys of the
cities may wear high collars, ride in the street cars, see the
magnificent business houses, so that the great faetories may
continue to run—that i= all right, but let me tell you the man
that can devise a scheme that will bring these boys back to the
plow will be one of the greatest statesmen that this country
has seen.

Buckle, in his History of Civilization, says that any nation
whose agriculture begins to wane is in a dying condition, and
he makes this marvelous statement, that no great nation in
the past whose agriculture has commenced to wane has ever
been able to rehabilitate it and induce the people to go back.
Whether that is true I don’t know, but if it is true we are in a
lamentable condition in America. I believe if you can get some
training in the Army to make a man love to plow he will be
glad fo try it. But if you want to hear a revolutionary cry
you put private soldiers to a plow with some captain looking
after ten or a dozen und teaching them how to plow. No;
they do not want to join the Army to get an education and
devote themselves to physical toil and physical work, That is
the trouble with the educational system throughout the United
States.

We are teaching our boys that the thing to do is to go to
school so as to avoeid work. They are not willing to do as old
Cato did, who resigned his seat in the Senate after he had led
the armies of Rome to glorious victory, in order that he might
go back and take hold of the plowhandles again.

Mr. CALDWELL. Do I understand the gentleman's argu-
ment to tend to the proposition that we should keep the boys
in ignorance in order that they might stay on the farm?

Mr. SISSON. I did not say anything of that sort.

Mr. CALDWELIL. That is what 1 gathered from the gentle-
man’'s statement.

Mr, SISSON. Oh, the gentleman gathers a great many things
that are not true.

Mr. CALDWELL. The gentleman gave me that impression.

Mr. SISSON. 1 did not give the gentleman anything of the
kind. He did not get it from me, and nobody in this House
thought that I even hinted at anything like that.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SISSON. Yes,

Mr. NEELY. In behalf of historical accuracy, I want to ask
my friend if he does not mean Cincinnatus instead of Cato?

Mr. SISSON. As a matter of fact, if the gentleman will read
Plutarch’'s Life of Cato he will find that Cato also was a man
given much to plowing; and not only that, but I do not know
but that the Cincinnatus story of going to the plow is some-
thing of a myth. However, there is no doubt about old Cato.

Mr, NEELY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr, NEELY. I wish to say that Plutarch is my authority
for the statement that it was Cincinnatus who also left his place
to go to the plow.

Mr. SISSON. Well, Plutarch is mighty good authority. I
may be wrong in my supposition.

Mr. CARAWAY. Will the gentleman not admit that both
Cincinnatus and Cato were planters—they lived in town?

Mr, SISSON. The story goes that Cincinnatus was called
from the plow, and if you will go down here and look at the
picture that Brumidi made, you will see Cincinnatus at the plow
on one side with Israel Putnam on the other, and Israel Put-
nam is known to-day more by the fact that he plowed than he
is by the fact that he fought in the Revolution, but the fact
that he was a plowman made the world understand that a man
who plows can fight, and I wish the Army could get that,

Mr. CARAWAY., On, Israel Putnam's fame rests upon the
fact that he rode down some stone steps on horseback, and not
that he plowed. I know it because I have seen the picture of it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has con-
sumed 10 additional minutes.

Mr. SISSON. Then I shall talk for five minutes longer. I
want to show to you gentlemen a very interesting document.
Here is the most interesting document that I have seen in some
time, WIill you gentlemen imagine that in longhand this book
which I hold in my hand contains the entire appropriations for
the great Federal Government in 18027 I want to read just

a few of the items for the sake of Members and especially of
The total amount

those who are complaining about salaries,

appropriated during that year was $3,448,147.18. This is not
enough now to keep one battleship afloat for one year. I want
to read here a most delightful bill of fare for the soldiers on
our ships, and I am sure that my friend Carpwerr will not
object at all, and if you will keep this bill of fare posted you
will not have to use posters costing millions to get men to
enlist. The estimate submitted for one ship of war of 44 guns
and 312 men for 12 months is as follows:

284 barrels of beef, at $13 $3, 692, 00
244 barrels of é)ork. at $18 s, 4, 392, 00
83 barrels of flour, at $10 R30. 00
,112 pounds of suet, at § cents 648, 06
90,645 pounds of bread, at $4 - 3,985.80
6,684 pounds of cheese, at 12} cents T60. 60
:’.5_023 pounds of butter, at 20 cents Ne 4035. 60
254 bushels of peas, at 8T} cents 222 26
16,224 pounds of rice, at $3.333 SR e 540. 8O
1,014 gallons of molasses at 75 cents 760. 50
1,014 gallons of vinefnr. at 30 cents 304, 20
7,118 gallons of spirits, at $1.123 8, 007. 75

e o Bl AT Py PN TR, CY (S S O WL IR T e YT 24, 500. 26

The amount carried for the entire support of that ship was
$24,550.36. There are many others here, and you may find them
omitting some of their bill of fare, but I have never yet run
upon any of these ships that left the spirits out. They seem to
have had some fighting spirit along with other kinds of spirit in
those days. I want my Republican friends to recall that
Thomas Jefferson was then President.

In 1802 the salary of a district Federal judge was $1,000, and
the largest salaries were paid in the States of North Carolina,
Virginia, and New York, which were pretty big States in those
days, and the salary there was $1,800 a year. If I had not taken
up so much fime answering questions, I would have been able
to put a good deal more of this historic document into the
REcorD.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BISSON. In one moment. As I look over this document
and these estimates, I find the activities of the Federal Govern-
ment were squarely limited at that time to the constitutional
powers of the Federal Government. Our activities have now
grown so that it is extremely doubtful whether one-half of
what we are doing, when tried by the rule of the Constitution,
would be held to be comstitutional.

In conclusion, let me state that if the appropriations con-
tinue in the Federal Government as they have, and the expendi-
tures of our State, county, and municipal governments continue
as they have, I believe the total Covernment expense will be
something like $15,000,000,000 a year in time of peace. I do not
know what it costs to keep up the church establishments, but I
will presume it costs $2,500,000,000.

I do not know, nor can the Bureau of Statistics tell you,
what the net earnings of the American people are after paying
all of their necessary expenses during one current fiseal year.
They can tell you how many bushels of corn are produced, and
they ean tell you how many bushels of corn have been sold, but
they can not tell you accurately how much of what a man pro-
duces he consumes in his own livelihcod, I do not know
whether the American people produce net every year more than
$15,000,000,000, but Montesquien tells you that when the time is
reached that the nonproductive or salaried, governmental, or
church establishments take more from the people than their
net earnings amount to, that nation is doomed to destruetion
unless you shall reduce expenditures, because it will soon re-
duce your people to a condition of dire poverty. If $15,000.-
000,000 is what will be expended, if you will add the fixed in-
debtedness of this Government in the shape of interest on our
bonds, all of it will amount to something like that.

Therefore, gentlemen of the committee, it is well enough for
us to practice scme real, genuine, and rigid economy until we
can take an inventory of what we have.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed five addi-
tional minutes. 4

Mr. SISSON. One minute more. Think of the enormous
amount of the farms and homes, unimproved real estate, unde-
veloped mines that are assessed as a part of the wealth of
America which produce nothing, If you take the net earnings
of the American people I doubt extremely whether it amounts
to more than $15,000,000,000. Now, if it is true any man is not
only not a patriot, but he is not a friend of the Army, he is
not a friend of the future Army if he will raise this bill one
dollar, because the American people are bearing enough burdens
at this time to support this enormous Army Establishment even
under the appropriations which this committee has granted.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed 46 minutes,

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my
time.
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Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from
Mississippl yield some of his time?

Mr, SISSON. Yes; I will yield 20 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr., LANHAM].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has only 14 minutes re-
maining.

Mr, SISSON. I have two hours.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no knowledge of any
order by which the gentleman has more than one hour.

Mr. SISSON. Well, I understood we agreed on four hours—
two hours to a side. :

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; the motion was agreed to.

Mr. SISSON. We agreed to four hours.

Mr. ANTHONY, And the gentleman was to have half of the
time,

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not recollect that order.

Mr, SISSON. I know the gentleman from Kansas made the
motion for four hours.

The COHAIRMAN. The Chair is clear as fo the amount of
time fixed at four hours, but the control—

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman from Mississippi was to
have half the time.

Mr, SISSON. That was in the motion.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection to the gentleman from
Mississippl controlling half the time?

HMr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That was agreed to in the
ouse,

The CHATRMAN, The Chair hears no objection.

Mr, SISSON. Now, I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Laxmanm]. [Applause.]

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I wish to use this time in
discussing a feature of this bill which I think of the utmost
importance, namely, the conservation and extraction of helium.
At the top of page 14 of the bill appears this language, * Ex-
perimentation, conservation, and production of helium, $100,-

000, Strictly speaking, perhaps, the term “production” is a
misnomer, It is contemplated that the helium will be extracted
from natoral gas rather than produced. But the term

“$100,000,” in my judgment, is even more out of keeping with
the purpose of the appropriation. It is entirely inadeguate.

A few years ago we heard much of the advocacy of prepared-
ness. The necessity for it seemed generally recognized through-
out our land. In the two years which are just drawing to a
close in our legislative history, we have heard on this floor
much debate upon the subject of whether or not we were suffi-
ciently prepared for the great World War. Under these
circumstances I feel justified in assuming that I am altogether
entitled to uniform bipartisan approval in the sermon of pre-
paredness which I come now to preach, and naturally I expect
supporting demonstrations from each amen corner by those who
have professed this faith.

I {rast that our country may always enjoy the blessings of
peace, but history has proven for us conclusively that some na-
tions begin wars and others have wars thrust upon them, What
the fufure may hold in store in this regard is entirely beyond our
ken. But it seems that the necessity for a proper preparedness
for any contingency which is likely to arise has ever been
recognized in the United States. It is this constant policy
whi¢h makes the conservation of helium a matter of prime
importance,

Concerning nelium there is much popular misunderstanding.
I do not pose as an authority on the subject and have little or
no technical knowledge of it, but there are certain practical con-
siderations which a study of it will impress upon the layman at
once as of sufficient importance to make its proper conservation
imperative. It is from this intensely practical viewpoint that
1 wish to speak to you. This country has made helium avail-
able as a national asset. This Nation has practically a monopoly
of the supply. The guestion is, now that we have determined
somewhat the extent of this valnable possession and have estab-
lished at considerable expense plants for its extraction, shall we
surrender these advantages by a policy of legislative indiffer-
ence?

It is my purpose to endeavor to anticipate your guestions and
answer them as briefly as I may. The first natural inquiry
concerns the discovery of helium and what helium is, It seems
that it was discovered by the French astronomer Janssen in
1868 in the surrounding envelope of the sun, and hence was
called helium, derived from the Greek word helios, meaning
the sun. It was found on the earth by Sir Willinm Ramsay,
an English chemist, in 1894 in a gas evolved from certain
minerals, Dr. H. P. Cady, of the University of Kansas, in
1907, discovered that a certain natural gas in Kansas contained
more than 1 per cent of helinm, Further research has been

principally governmental, and I shall acquaint you later with
the outlines of its development. Helium is the only known non-
inflammable, noncombustible gas which ean be used satisfactorily,
in the operation of balloons. Chemically it is very inert. It
can not be ignited and can not be exploded. It is the lightest
gas next to hydrogen, with which our balloons and dirigibles
heretofore have been filled. Of course, hydrogen is highly
inflammable, and the danger due to its use on this account is
a source of constant dread. It thus affords a very vulnerable
spot for attack. The slightest spark or the penetration of an
incendiary bullet would collapse a hydrogen-filled balloon like
the bursting of a soap bubble. The helium-filled bag, on the

‘contrary, may be plerced time and again with red-hot bulleis

without peril either to the balloon or those operating it. Its
use thus eliminates that severe strain and tension of the crew,
which is naturally incidental to the use of hydrogen, and thereby
promotes much greater efficiency. Furthermore, helium, though
twice as heavy as hydrogen, has, by reason of its buoyancy,
a little more than 92 per cent of its lifting power. The differ-
ence in this respect, therefore, is relatively insignificant. For
instance, 1,000 cuble feet of pure hydrogen will lift a weight
of 75,14 pounds; a similar quantity of pure helinm will lift
69.58 pounds. It is now thought that there will probably be
absolute safety for aeronautical purposes in a mixture of about
85 per cent of helium and 15 per cent of hydrogen. Such a mix-
ture would have about 93} per cent of the lifting power of
hydrogen, which means that a thousand cubie feet of it would
lift 70.18 pounds.

In aeronautics, therefore, the use of helium in times of war
is of the utmost importance for the following reasons: First, its
wastage through fabries is but one-half that of hydrogen. And
it may be said in passing that this leakage percentage may be
greatly reduced by lining the cloth covering of a helium
dirigible with what is known as goldbeater’'s skin, which is
made from the infestines of cows. Ixperiments are being made
also to perfect a self-healing fabric. Second, it affords safety
for the crew from the ordinary attack against dirigibles. Third,
despite this safety, there is no material reduction in the lifting
power of a balloon filled with helium. Fourth, it affords mental
and physical calmness and corresponding efficiency for the crew
by reason of the practical invulnerability of a helium-filled
dirigible,

The next pertinent questions concerning helium are, Where
is it found and in what quantities? In a very small proportion
it is in the air, the estimate being one part of helinm to some-
thing between 160,000 to 250,000 parts of air. That fact is at
present of no practical importance, It has been found also
emanating from certain hot springs and from volcanoes, but
its principal appearance for practical purposes is in the natural
gas of several of the gas fields of the United States. There is
a small quantity of helium in Canada, where probably eight or
ten million cubic feet a year might be obtained, and a smaller
quantity in Tuscany, Italy, but this country has twenty-five or
thirty times as much as the remainder of the world. No very
considerable quantity has been found in any other land.

It seems that Dr. Cady, to whom I have referred, and one
of his associates were the first to find helium in natural gas.
That discovery was made in Kansas in 1907. The gas in
Kansas bore more than 1 per cent of helium, but the volume
of the gus was not sufficient for any very extensive operation.
The Bureau of Mines then began to make a diligent survey in
an effort to locate available sources of supply. Upon the sue-
cess of this undertaking has been predicated the whole pro-
gram of the Government for the conservation and extraction
and use of helium. Helinm has been found in reasonable quan-
tities in Texas in the Petrolina gas fields; in Oklahoma, all
through the Osage and running northeast to the Kansas border;
in the southeast part of Kansas, in the Dexter and Sedan fields
in particular; in Vinton County, Ohio; in Ontario and Genesee
Counties, N. Y.; in Potter and McKean Counties, Pa.; in Ran-
delph County, W. Va.; in Shelby and Hancock Counties, Ind.;
and in a few other places. And it is worthy of mention that
in these various fields in this country a million cubic feet of
helium daily is the estimated wastage into the air.

Now, the Government naturally felt it a duty, in view of the
possible uses of helium and our practical monopoly of it, to
conserve this supply. In this connection let me call to your
attention the fact that a 3,000,000 cubie feet helium-filled
dirigible can carry from 70 to 80 tons. Imagine what this
would mean in times of war in an invuolnerable ship with a cargo
of T. N. T. These dirigibles, by the way, are further for-
tified against attack by being divided into comrpartments. The
engine may be raised near the framework, inasmuch as there
is no danger of iguition from the exhausts, as in the case
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of hydrogen, and a direct drive is thus afforded. The adapta-
(bility of helium to the purposes of observation balloons is also
readily apparent.

I'eeling this responsibility, the War and Navy Departments
and the Bureau of Mines began to think on the best method
and most feasible place for beginning the work. I
Tecite but very briefly the history of its development. In the
gas field at Petrolia, Tex., helium was discovered in a quan-
ity of ahwost 1 per cent of the natural gas, and because of the
‘yolume of gas in that field it was thought a most desirable one
for extraction Two temporary plants for experi-
‘mentation by two different processes were established at Fort
Worth and a third for still another process at Petrolia. This
was during the latter part of 1917 and the early part of 1918.
These planta were first known as argon plants in order to pre-
serve secrecy of their value as a war agency. Contracts were
‘closed for a supply of the gas with the company in charge of
the Petrolia field. The experimentation at Petrolia was by
the so-called Norton process. The plants at Fort Worth em-
ployed the Linde Co. process and the Air Reduetion Co. process,
respectively, and were located in that city because of the
necessity for more water and more power than was available
at Petrolia. From the experimehtation at these temporary
plants there was extracted about 150,000 cubic feet of belium,
and this gas, stored in steel eylinders, was on the dock at New
Orleans awaiting shipment to France at the time of the signing
of the armistice. Because of the suceess of this preliminary
experimentation the War and Navy Departments, realizing the
great importance of a proper supply of helinmn for nrilitary pur-
poses, deeided in August, 1918, to build a large extraction plant
at Fort Worth to supersede the two temporary omes which
niad been constructed there. This plant has been completed
and arrangements for a supply of the gas from the pipe line
have been made, and active operation is to begin March 1, 1921,
This plant at Fort Worth has a capacity of from 40,000 to 50,000
cubie feet per day, and I doubt if there is a more complete estab-
lishnrent of any kind in the Government service. The process
of extraction of helinm in use at this plant—the Linde process—
has been established as an absolutely successful one, and
helium of 95 per cent purity is obtained thereby. The other
5 per cent is nitrogen, also noninflammable; but I am informed
that by reason of improvements in the process the likelihood is
that 100 per cent pure helium is an early probability. The
plant at Petrolia, with a eapacity of from 18,000 to 20,000 cubie
feet per day, is due to start ex{raetion June 1, 1921,

Let me assure you that this program is in no sense a matter
of sectional pride buf, rather, a proposition of national defense.
The helium now available from the Petrolia field will likely be
exhausted in a few years and these plants moved and estab-
lished elsewhere. The natural gas of Pefrolia is being used
constantly for fuel and light in a large city. The necessity
is urgent that the helium be extracted from it while it may be
had. If we delay our operation the prize of our quest may be
The supply must be developed or wasted-or shipped out
of the country, and the hearings show that an effort has been
made by a company to get control of our helium that it may be
sent abroad. Let us be alive to this situation and let us mot
wait to lock our barn after our horse has departed.

The next question is an important and infensely praetical one,
and that is, What is the cost of exfracting helium? Until April,
1918, it is probable that not more than 100 cubie feet of helinm
bad been separated, and that was due largely to scientific
curiosity in various laboratories. That separation was at the
absolutely prohibitive price of from $1,700 fo $2,000 a cubie
foot. 'The temporary governmental planis reduced the cost to
40 cents per cubic foot. The Bureau of Mines by its investiga-
Hions began to blaze a trail toward still cheaper extraction. The
report aceompanying the Army appropriation bill last year
recommended an inguiry into the practieability of securing
helium at a reasonable price and in large quantifies. Accord-
ingly that investigation has continued, and it is now estimated
that the cost of extraction at the Fort Worth plant will be $56
per thousand cubic feet, 5.0 cents per cubie foot, or about one-
seventh of the cost of separation at the earlier experimental
plants, This is a little more than five times the cost of hydrogen
during the war. If the process being used at Petrolia, which
is yet an experimental one, should prove a success, helium may
be extracted thereby at twice the cost paid for hydrogen during
the war. And in this connection we should not fail to contem-
plate the cost in lives and the cost in dirigibles from explosions
due to the use of hydrogen. Probably you still remember the
serious mishaps at Baltimore and Chicago. Everything eon-
sidered, the elimination of loss of life and property by the use of
helium will likely make its use less expensive than that ef hydro-
gen even if the present cost of extraction should not be reduced.

Another natural question is how mueh would it cost to fill
with helium a large dirigible, like the R-3}, for instance,
which eame over from England? The capaeity of the R-3} is
between two and three million cubic feet; I think, about two
and one-half million. To fill it with helium would cost about
$125,000; but the helium may be kept indefinitely and purified
when necessary at a nominal eost. This is not true of hydregen.
Compare the utility in war eof such a machine filled with
helium with the wutility of a battleship, and yon will see very
readily that, for the results that may be obtained, this is com-
paratively a small expenditure as war costs go. The price of
a dirigible, acecording to my best information, is about $1 per
cubie foot of capacity; the price of the hellum to fill if is now
a little more than 5 cents per cubie foot. A sufficient number
of metal tanks Is already on hand at the Fort Worth plant for
the storing of eighteen or twenty million cubie feet.

The cost of the development of helinm extraction has been
borne equally by the Army and Navy. The engineers estimate
the annual cost of operation at Fort Worth at $885,000, and at
Petrolia at from $270,000 to $300,000. In the estimates an
additional sum was asked for leasing certain fields in the
United States where helium occurs in order that the supply
might be properly conserved. To operate the plants we have
established will cost a total of about $1,200,000, and, as T have
intimated, necessary appropriations have heretofore been made
on the basis of one-half in the Army appropriation bill and one-
half in the Navy appropriation bill. The question is, Shall we
now dismamntle the plants we have constructed at such expense
just when we have finished preparing them for the preservi-
tion of this greatest military asset? \We have expended about
$7,000,000 in this project—a large sum, but only a fractional
part of the cost of a battleship. We experimented long enough
to see the feasibility of it, and then we authorized the expendi-
ture of a sufficient sum for thie necessary plants and equipment.
They are just ready to begin full-eapacity operation. Under
these eircumstances what shall our policy be?

A reduction of the necessary appropriation fo run the plants
we have established and which are just now completed for
operation will mean the shutting down of these plants for a
corresponding length of time. Neither the time nor the helium
thus wasted can be recovered. The output of wells now in
operation is, of course, daily decreasing, and we are gradually
being deprived of the greatest known element of air supremacy.
It is a national and not a local sifuation which cenfronts us.
To discourage further development would be a disastrous

policy. In the proper preservation of this great asset may rest

the surest hope of economy in reducing the great neces-
sary to the maintenance of the armed forces of our counfry.
Iet us not squander a wealth which seems peculiar to this
Nation, but let us properly foster this God-given source of
preparedness, which seems to offer a cheaper and more satis-
factory solution of many problems of our national defense.

. [Applaunse.]

Now 1 want to call attention briefly, gentlemen, to a few of
the items of expense that have already been ineurred in order
to make it possible to extract helium in the gnantities desired.
As I have said, we have first satisfied ourselves by experimen-
tation of the possibility and feasibility of the separation of
bhelium from natural gas. Then eame f{he matter of the con-
struction of plants—

Mr. McKEOWN. Wil the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LANHAM. Yes.

Mr. McKEOWN. Does the gentleman favor the mevement
that has been on foot to prevent private persons or private or-
ganizations from manufacturing helium gas in this country?

Mr. LANHAM. I will say to the gentleman that in a sense
it is a misnomer fo speak of manufacturing helimm gas. Tt is
not poessible to manufacture helium gas except at really a pro-
hibitive expense. It is the extraction of helium gas—

Mr. McKEOWN. I mean its extraction from nataral gons.

Mr., LANHAM. The helium board, consisting of an officer
from the Army, one from the Navy, and one from the Bureau
of Mines, as well as the gentlemen in charge of the Air Service,
are very much opposed to any private commercialization of
the helium extraction that may contemplaie export.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LANHAM. One minute,

Mr. SISSON. I yield the gentleman one additional minute.

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to cite these items of eost which we
have already expended:

Cost of Fort Worth plant_ e oo

$2, 123, 104
Cost otlgpe line from Petrolia fo Forth Worth (length of
pe

e, 104 miles) ANyl e 1, 617, 952
Cost of contract for conservation of helium_____________ 1, 250, 000
Cost of Petrolia plant, about-— e 400, 000
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These plants are just ready fo operate, and the guestion is,
gentlemen, now that these outlays have been made and this
extraction shown to be feasible, shall we not at least for a
period of one year see if this most important proposition is a
proper and paying one? [Applause,]

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have
a guorum here.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
McCrintic] makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] Seventy-five gentlemen are present,
not a quorum.

Mr. ANTHONY, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise, and on that I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and Mr, ANTHONY and Mr., McCrLixTic
took their places as tellers.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 64.

The CHATIRMAN. A quorum is not present. The Clerk will
call the roll.

The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an-
swer to their names:

Ayres Ferrls Lufkin Riordan
Babka Focht Lubring Robinson, N. C,
Baer Fordney McCulloch Rowan
Bell Freeman MeGlennon Rowe
Benson Gullagher McKiniry Rucker
Blackmon Gallivan McKinley Sabath
Bland, Mo. Gandy McLane Sanders, Ind.
Britten Ganly MecLaughlin, Mich, Sanford
Browne Glynn MeLe Schall
Brumbaugh Godwin, N, C, Madden Scott
Burke Goldfogle Maher Beully
Burroughs Goodal Mann, T11, Sells
Campbell, I'a. Goodwin, Ark Mann, 8. C. Sherwood
Candler sould Mansfield Sims

. Cantrill Graham, Pa, Mason i Small
Caraway Hamill Mead Smith, Mich.
Carew Hamilton Milligan Bmithwick
Casey Harreld Montague Stedman
Clark, Fla. Harrison Moon Stecle
Clark, Mo. Hawley Mooney Stiness
Classon Hays Moore, Va. Strong, Pa.
Connally Hersman Moores, Ind. Sullivan
Cooper Hill Morin Summers, Wash,
Cup{’e Hulings Mudd Tague
Costello Hull, Tenn. Murphy Tayler, Colo,
Crowther Humphreys Nelson, Mo. Tincher
Currie, Mich. Husted Nelson, Wis. Tinkham
Davey Ireland Newton, Minn. Towner
Davis, Minn. James, Mich, Nicholls Treadway
Denison Johnson, Miss, Nolan Upshaw
Dent Johnson, S, Dak. Olney Vare
Dewalt Johnson, Wash. Pell Vinson
Donovan Johnston, N. ¥, Perlman Voig
Dooling Kennedy, Iowa  Peters Walters
Doremus Kennedy, It. I, Phelan Ward
Dunn Kincheloe Porter Watson
Eagan Kitehin Pou ‘Whaley
Eagle Kleczka Rainey, Ala. White, Me,
Edmonds Kreider Rainey, Henry T. Wilson, Pa.
Elston Lazaro Reavis Wise
Emerson Lonergan Reed, W. Va. Wood, Ind.
Falrfield Longworth Riddick Wright

Thereupon the commiftee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. TrusoN, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee, having under consideration the bill H. R, 15943,
the Army appropriation bill, and finding itself without a
quorum, he had directed the roll to be ecalled, whereupon 250
Members answered to their names, and he submitted a list of
the absentees for printing in the Recorp and the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The committee will resume its sitting,

The committee resumed its sitting.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ax-
THONY] is recognized.

Mr, ANTHONY. Is the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr,
Srsson] prepared to use any more of his time?

Mr., SISSQGN. Yes.

Mr. ANTHORNY. I would like to use 1 minute, and then the
gentleman can use 10 minutes. I yleld one minute to the gen-
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. NeErLy].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia is
secognized for one minute.

Mr NEELY. Mr., Chairman, the Recorp of to-day will show
that in the course of a colloquy between the distinguished gentle-
man from Mississippl [Mr. Quix] and the illustrious gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. ANtooxy], chairman of the subcomnrittee
that drafted the pending bill, it was stated by the former that
Secretary of War Baker was reported to have written a letter
in which he alleged that the average cost of maintaining an
- American soldier in our service in Europe is $25,000 a year.
Of course, the report is not only falgse but utterly absurd. In
order that the statement might not go out to the country un-
challenged—and it was not challenged or corrected—I have
just called the office of the Secretary, and found the facts in

the case to be as follows: The Secretary wrote a letter to Sen-
ator Borpan on January 24, 1921, in which he stated that on
September 30, 1920, we had 711 comurissioned officers on duty
in Europe, and that it was costing the Government, on the aver-
age, $10.76 per day to maintain each of them; and that we
had 14,547 enlisted men on duty in Europe, at an average cost
of $3.89 per day for each man.

I make this statement as a matter of sinmple justice to the
head of a great department, that seems, judging from the tone
of the debate, without cause to have lost its last friend and
for the further purpose of depriving some radical yellow
journal of an excuse for printing a preposterous and damaging
report as gospel truth.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia has expired.

Mr. SISSON. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr, Chairman, the appropriation carried
in this pending bill for the purpose of vocational training in the
Army of the United States for the next fiscal year has been
fixed at $1,000,000. I want to say that while I have been very
much interested In this question of vocational education as a
general proposition, I am in no way responsible for the existing
law with reference to vocational training in the Army, because
it was incorporated first in the national defense act of 1916,
before I began my service, and it was carried into the reorganiza-
tion bill passed at the last session of Congress, against which
I voted.

But I simply desire to take a litile of the time of the com-
mittee this afternoon in calling attention to this proposition.
If we are going to attempt to carry out the law of the land as
passed by the Congress of the United Stafes providing for a
system of voeational training in the Army, it seems to me that
it is the duty of Congress to make a sufficient appropriation to
carry out that law efficiently, and not restrict it to an appro-
priation of $1,000,000, as is provided in this bill.

I say that, gentlemen, largely upon this assumption: Since
the creation of this system of vocational education in the Army,
the War Department has conducted under authority of law
a very elaborate system, seeking the enlistment of the young
men of the country in the Army, and in practically every one
of the posters with which they have placarded the whole coun-
try and the whole countryside it emphasizes the opportunity
that young men enlisting in the Army will have of securing
vocational training in the arts and professions. *“ Earn while
you learn,” for instance. I have a number of such placards
here that I obtained this merning by request from the War
Department.

You will see that every one of these circulars [exhibiting
them] offers inducements to young men—in the Veterinary
Corps, for instance, to learn the science of veterinary surgery—
vocational fraining at the service stations; and they have made
education, travel, and adventure a feature. You will see in
every one of these recruiting placards the statement that this
proposition of the advantage that the young men will derive
from the educational standpoint by an enlistment in the Army
is carried out by the War Department under authority of law.
They have made a tremendous appeal to recruits. And I dare
say, gentlemen, that on that basis more of the young men of
ihe country—and the average age, I am informed, to-day of the
recruits in the Army under the reorganization bill is 19 years—
I dare say that a great majority of these young men enlisted
not under an implied but a specific promise and pledge of the
Government of the United States that during the period of their
enlistment they would have the benefits of this vocational
training.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will yield for a question.

Mr. CRAMTON. I notice the gentleman’s statement that the
majority of the young men in the service entered in order to
get this training. There are now in the service something like
220,000 men, so that a majority would be well up to 110,000.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I said of those who enlisted since the en-
actment of the reorganization bill.

Mr. CRAMTON. Has the gentleman any fizures on that?

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; but I know it from my own personal
experience and from the inquiries fhat I have had from my
district with reference to this proposition.

Mr. CRAMTON. The total that are getting this training is
less that 50,000,

Mr. BANKHEAD. Suppose it is less than 50,000. I think the
actual figures are 48,000, us given in the hearings, in the testi-
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mony of Gen. Haan. I believe the gentleman is a member of
the subcommittee that prepared this bill, and he ean not justify
this appropriation on any testimony that was offered in the
hearings. It can only be Jjustified on the arbitrary decision
of the members of the subcommitiee that $1,000,000 is sufficient
to carry out this entire system of vocational training in the
Army, and that arbitrary decision was made in the face of all
the testimony offered by the gentlemen who appeared before the
eommittee at the instance of the committee.

Mr, CRAMTON. If the gentleman will yield further; I do
not want to take too much of his time, but in view of the
suggestion that the gentleman has made as to the testimony
before us, it shows, for instance, without going into other mat-
ters, an item of £3,000,000 for civilian instructors. They want
civilian Instructors even to teach the boys who want fo learn
to read and write.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman is talking about estimates,
and I am talking about the current appropriation, which pro-
yvides $3,500,000.

Mr. CRAMTON. And if you subtract $3,000,000 even from
the estimates, you cut down the estimates close to the million
recommended.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman knows that the original
estimates of the War Department were for approximately
$11,000,000 on the basis of an Army of 275,000 men, That was
later reduced to an estimate of $5,750,000 plus for the entire
work ; but I am informed that the testimony of those who were
in charge of this work—a work that was placed on them, not
by their desire but by the expressed will of Congress a number
of years ago when we passed the national defense act—that
testimony is that $38,500,000 is the irreducible minimum with
which they can carry on this work decently for the next fiscal
year.

Mr. MONDELL rose.

AMr. BANKHEAD. I will yleld to the gentleman from Wyo-
ming in a moment, if I have the time. I do not know what
policy Congress is finally going to decide to follow in reference
to this vocational training for the Army. It may be a mistake
to have inaugurated it at all. T think it is a mistake to enlist
illiterates in the Army of the United States and then assume the
burden of cducating them after they have been enlisted. I
think that is a mistake, and I think the members of the Mili-
tary Committee ought to bring in legislation here that would
absolutely prohibit the enlistment of any illiferate in the Army
of the United States, because to-day they have got at least
10,000 men enlisted in the Army who are absolutely illiterate,
and I do not think we ought to assume the burden of giving
those men a primary education, but I think that burden ought
to rest on the local State authorities. But the point I am mak-
ing, I will say to the gentleman from Wpyoming, is that we
have entered upon this policy., These young men have been
induced to go into the Army on the strength of the assurance
that they would be given this character of training, a high
gtandard of voeational training, while they are serving out their
enlistment ; and it seems to me that the committee have unduly
and arbitrarily reduced the amount below what it ought to be
to put into effect the real purposes of the existing law on this
subject. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am sorry I did not have time to yield
fo the gentleman from Wyoming,

Mr, SISSON. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sigsippl [Mr. Quix].

Mr. QUIN. Mr, Chairman, this appropriation of about $328,-
000,000 for the Army and about $6,000,000 for the Military
Academy is the most reasonable one we have had in several
years. Still this amount is too high.

An Army cut to 150,000 men is certainly, in my judgment, a
neccssity of the times. The resolution that the House and
Senate passed making it 175,000 men might have been put
throungh for reasons best known to the steering committee and
to the War Department, but this House is coming up now with
an appropriation for an Army of only 150,000 men, and that is
a little paradoxical.

If the gentleman from Kansas can carry out his guaranty
that after the 4th of March the Army will be reduced and by
July it will be 175,000 and by next January it will be 150,000, we
still will be bound to come forward at some later peried with a
deficiency appropriation. All this camouflage about what we
are saving when it Is manifest deficlency bills must be passed at
the next Cengress can nof deceive the public pocketbook. The
people of the United States call upon every public servant they
have for economy in government. No longer than this morning,
with already $47,000,000 available, there was a motion made
to recommit the river and harbor bill and add to the $15,000,000

which it carried $13,000,000 niore. Some pork-harrel states-
men said, “Let us vote for it." I believe, genflemen, when we
talk here for economy we ought to vole economy, and I nm one
Democrat who is zoing to join with you Republicans if you will
stand for economy so soon as President Harding comes into the
White House. [Applause.]

Already the people of the United States are groaning under
heayy taxation. With the State and county assessments, the
city government added to it, it makes the loeal taxation nearly
one-sixteenth of the real value of the property. Six or six and
a half per cent every year is not uneomnion in this country for
taxation. You add on to that the high expense of the Federal
Goverument, reaching out with all its activities and additional
calls upon Congress to put some new grabbing scheme on the
statute books. What can the people of the country expect? It
Is time for the American Congress to measure up to the stand-
ard and call a halt, and say we will make the tax legislution of
this country commensurate with the public ability to pay.

Who believes that the United States is in danger and is in
need of a great standing Army now? Loecal papers in every
county in the United States contain the stafement that boys are
still being enlisted in the Army of the United States when
Congress, by positive resolution, Las called attention of the
department to the fact that 175,000 is all that the Government
will stand for. Yet they are going into the Army, and the Dills
must be pald. I do not know if the Secretary of War has official
knowledge of what this Congress intends to do. We say we
will have 150,000 soldiers and a resolution stated that it
should be 175,000. What will the new Secretary of War under-
stand by it? Will the gentleman from Kangas be able to carry
out the guaranty that 150,000 will be the maximum? Is le in
a position to say what the new Secretary of War will stand for?
Congress must decide on what this shall be. Reaching out
with all this vocational education endeavoring to make a pri-
mary school out of the Army is a very costly attraction to the
youth of the country.

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. QUIN. Yes.

Mr. KNUTSON. Does the gentleman want the House to
understand that he thinks the bill does not carry suflicient
appropriation?

Mr. QUIN. I know that Congress will be ealled on at the
next session to bring forth a deficiency for the Army. [Ap-
plause.] And the gentleman standing there knows it just as
well as he knows that the stars are fixed in the heavens. We
know that it is impossible for an army of 232,000 men to be
reduced by the 1st of July, 1921, to 150,000 men. With all this
great crowd of officers, with this expensive grabhook reaching
out, with this very bill earrying these activities, with a large
number of civilian employees to carry on eertain work that the
soldiers ought to do in the cantonments or camps all over the
United States, how do you expect to get along on $328,000,0007
So far as I am concerned, I am going to tell gentlemen the
truth, I know that $328,000,000 is not going to be sufficlent
when you have on the books a resolution for 175,000 men.

Afr, KNUTSON. Who employs these civilian employees that
the gentleman complains of?

Mr. QUIN. The General Staff directs the policy. You have
not cut them out; you ean not cut them out right away. They
are laborers, professors, and such like; they are going to stay,
and as one genfleman sald he was afraid that we were going
to have too much of a skeleton army. He was afraid that we
would not have a great organization, he was afraid that we were
not going to have enough Infantry to go out and kill people.
That is what he is scared of. The skeleton army seems to be
the want of the Genernl Staff; they want a chemienl division;
they want a division for everything, even the supervision of all
the little vocational gardens in the country. We have reached
out, we have got out of the general purpose of the Army of the
United States when established to create different potentialities
that were never contemplated and that are costing the taxpayers
of this Government huge sums of money.

Mr, ENUTSON., Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. QUIN, I can not yield further. The trouble is that
every department of the Government is costing in the same rela-
tive proportion, and as my colleague from Mississippl [Mr. Sis-
sox] stated on this floor, the people are bearing the burden.
The cost of Government expenses and all the corollaries equals
the net earnings of all the people of the United States, accord-
ing to the best estimates we can make. YWhere are we going to
end? Some folks say that we are going to take off taxes.
Who believes that you will ever be able to take off taxes with
the present high cost of Government and with all of these honds
that we have Issued requiring a sinking fund to be laid aside,
and the interest to be paid upon them? Who believes, with your
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maternity bill and the Smith-Towner and every other hill that is
going to cost millions of dollars, that yow are going to reduce
taxes? Who believes that you can reduce the taxatiom when
you keep adding on activities whiely will be beund to reaeh up
into: the billions of dellars? [Applause].

Mr, SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
genileman from Texas [Mr. Brantox].

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mis-
sissippt [Mr. Sissox] would have the country believe that the
great Military Affairs Committee, notwithstanding the fact that
its appropriating power has been lodged in some other com-
mittee, is impotent; that it does not know how to draw matters
of legislation ef the simplest kind. He admits that the War
Department is constantly using the funds appropriated for one
purpose by Congress for other purposes and that it continues
to transfer those funds at will and against the wish of Congress
and against the will of the Military Affairs Committee. I do
not agree with him in his jnsinuation that the Military Affairs
Committiee ean not stop it. I kmow, and he knows, that if the
Committee: on Military Affairs wants to stop that it has the
pewer of legislation now to bring in a measure to-morrow and
to get a rule from the Committee on Rules—

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Alr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. ANTHONY. Right there I want to say——

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, let me first finish my sentence. I de
not want the gentleman: to stop me in the middle of a sentence—
the Military Affairs Committee ceuld bring in a measure to-
morrew if it wanted to, and if it had enough infiluence with the
steering committee it could get a rule from the Commiftee on
Rules making it in order and eould pass it here in 80 minutes
stopping the War Department from doing these very things
that the gentleman from Mississippi says it does; but the com-
mittee does not want to do that. I yield.

Mr. ANTHONY. The evil that the gentleman speaks of came
frem the practice of Congress permitting in the old appropria-
tion bills what are ealled lump-sum clguses, where three or four
different items are eombined into one sum for the purpose of
accounting. If be will read over the bill—

Mr. BLANTON, Ob, the gentleman has had an heur and X
have just five minutes.

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman let me finish?

Mr., BLANTON. I am sorry, but I can not afford to give my
little five minutes up te a gentleman who has spoken for am
hour, I am not talking about what has been in the past, but I
am talking about what is in front of us now. If this committee
wants to stop this praetice; why does it not do it?

Mr, ANTHONY. It has done it,

Mr. BLANTON. I can draw a provision in 15 minates, if
they will bring if in and get a rule and make it a law, that will
stop the War Department and the Chief of Staff from trans-
ferring these funds at will, stop them from spending money for
purposes Congress does not design. It is all with Congress.
The trouble is with Congress and this great Military Affairs
Committee. The members in authority have too many pets
among the high Army officers. The Chief of * Stawf” and his
various lieutenants can come in here before the prominent mem-
bers: of the Military Affairs, Appropriation, and steering com-
mittees and get what they want, usually. They ean bring in-
flaence to bear upon each one of them and make them do some-
thing they do not want to do. If that is not the case, why de
they not stop it? The gentleman fronr Wyoming [Mr. MoNDEEL]
~ knows how to stop it if he wants to, and the gentleman from

Illineis [Mr. MappEx] knows bhow to stop it, if he wants to.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the genileman frem Texas
has expired.

AMr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, ¥ yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Wyoming [AMr, MoxpeELL].

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Chairman, the War Department has
charge of a service of public defense. Upon the War Depart-
ment rests the duty of guarding and pretecting the Republic,
and a department charged with obligations, duties, and respoasi-
bilities of that kind can not be absolutely circumseribed and
held to close and definite bounds in its expenditures. There is
no one here, not even the gentleman from Texas who has just
taken his seat, who would vote for a provision of law under
which just so much and no more could be expended for the pay
of the Army, no matter what happened.

Mr. BLANTON. I would, and stop there.

Mr. MONDELL. Of course, the gentleman from Texas is not
utterly regardless of the welfare of the Nation, and in case of
invasion, in case of an emergency which required the enlistment
of an additional number of men, he would not be willing to take
;t chance. I am certain he is not unmindful of the public wel-

are.

Mr. BLANTON. No; I am net.

Mr: MONDELL. Then the gentleman would not vote for
that kind of & provision, in my epinion; he would not vote for
a. provision which allocated every item of expenditure for any
department of national defense and left it alsolutely without
any option or opportunity to use a certain portion of funds
other than those appropriated for a definite purpose for that
purpose if the emergency required it. We ean not bind these
services down as we doa civil serviee to the expenditure of just
so many dollars and ne more. The nature of the service is such
that €ongress can not take the responsibility of saying to a
dollar what the War Department shall have for Army pay, what
it shall nse for tramsportation, what shall be the outlay for
food. There must be some leeway and discretion. [Applause.]
There must be opportunity for expansion in ease of emergency,
and because that is so, because the Congress can not and should
not too closely bind and civenmscribe and limit the expenditures
of sueh a department, the responsibility resting upon those at
the hend of those departments is all the greater not to expend
beyond the amount allotted and provided by the Congress fer
any particular purpose unless there is a national emergency
demanding it. [Applause.]

The i. Fhe time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. MONDELL. May I have five additional minutes?

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield the gentleman five additional min-

utes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming is recog-
nized for five additienal minutes.

Mr. MONDELL. And that, Mr, Chairman, is what makes the
action of the Secretary of War in enlisting at great eost many,
thousands of men far beyond the number contemplated by
Congress when it passed the apprepriation bill so reprehensible,
We can not put the Secretary of War in jail for having done
that, beeause we can not, in view of a possible emergency, bind
him absolutely as to his expenditures, but, knowing what the
Congress eontemplated, knowing as he did know just how many,
men the apprepriations be had would pay, knowing, as he him-
self stated, that there was nothing in the way ef an emergency
either at home or abroad compelling or suggesting an increase
above the number of men which Congress appropriated for, the
Secretary is subjeet to the severest condemnation for having
pursued the course he did. Now, in this bill the ecinmitiee has
gone further than committees have gone in the recent past in
attempting to segregate items and in attempting to aHot and
allocate them so as to avoid the temptation to using them for
purpeses other than those eontemplated by the Congress. It has
made a distinct advance in that regard; scine may think that
the committee is subject to some slight criticism for having
gone further in that regard than we have in the past, and pos-
sibly so far as to involve the danger of hampering the depart-
ment in case of emergency. I do net think they have, but, as
far as the eonmmitiee has gone, there are still eppertunities
under an apprepriation for the Army for abuse. But, great
heavens, have we reached that point in the affairs ef the Ite-
publie that we can not trust an executive officer in the slightest
degree?

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman just reached that peint a
few moments ago in his statement that he eould not trust the
Secretary of War.

Mr. MONDELL. Could not what? My guery is, Have we
reached the point where we can not trust an executive officer
te exerrise a discretion that is essential for the welfare and
safety of the Republic?

Have we reached the point where we must so bind down the
Secretaries of War and Navy that in case ef emergency the
welfare and safety of the Republic might be threatened? I
deny that we have reached that condition. Unfortunately we
have had woeful abuse of executive discretion mnder this ad-
ministration, but I deeline to charge it to the Demoerats of the
country, because I do not believe they approve it, and I da
hope that under a new administration we will have men in
charge of these affairs that will realize their responsibility to
the people of the Republic. [Applause on the Republican side.}

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Vorx].

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of mo
quorum,

The CHAIRMAN. The genfleman from Okinhoma mmakes the
point of no quornun. 'The Chair will count. [After counting]
One hundred and thirteen gentlemen are present, a querum.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Yorx} is recognized for

| five minutes.

Mr. VOLK. Afr. Chairman, in fact the whole program seemed

to be one of suppression and oppression, to silence the wrath
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and indignation of every branch of the community, Newspapers
were even warned that their utterances might produce dire re-
sults, all for the purpose of preventing just and proper criticism
of the extraordinary action of the court and the receiver in the
litigation.

Two years have elapsed and not a thing, save what will be
hereinafter referred to, has been accomplished through this
receivership. To-day the matter is practically where it was
two years ago. In the meantime the disintegration of this sys-
tem was begun—transfers have been abolished, cars have been
withdrawn, lines have been discontinued, to the end that by
suspension of branches of the service an extra fare is being
charged for transit through this borough. The city of New
York, in desperation of the breakdown of the transportation
gystem, introduced the operation of busses. These busses gave
extraordinary service and were a source of great satisfaction to
the people. The receiver made application for and obtained an
injunction stopping the operation of busses, and the people of
Brooklyn must be satisfied with only such services as the re-
ceiver of the Brooklyn Rapid Transit system is willing to accord
them.

There should be no misunderstanding of the transit situation
in the city of New York. This company, with others, is under
a contraet obligation with the city to transport passengers
within the city for a G-cent fare. This contract and its validity
have been established by the courts. To circumvent this con-
tract and deviate from its plain terms and provisions has been
the work of this receivership, and it is not transcending a truth-
ful statement of the situation to say that that was in the minds
of the actors when the litigation was begun.

Branches of this system, which have been in existence for
years, and which have been and now are indispensable fo the
welfare of citizens of this center of population, are being sus-
pended upon the pretext that they do not pay and must be dis-
continued because the operation of them represents a losing
venture. This can not be true, For years the lines which have
been suspended have been actively and intensively used by the
people, They traverse the most populous part of the borough,
Their suspension is a mere club designed to aid in the propa-
ganda now belng conducted for a higher rate of fare in the eity.
No one can gainsay the claim ddvanced by the receiver that
these roads do not pay, since no one would have the courage to
demand the truth in the matter, in view of the previous attitude
of the United States court in its treatment of those who ques-
tioned its action.

The result is that to-day numerous branches of the system
have been suspended and the threat is now made that a large
number of other branches will be suspended from operation in
the very near fnture. All this is done under the guise and pre-
tense of economy, the claim being made that the branches do
not pay and that a discontinuance is made necessary by reason
of the loss incurred in operation. Upon that point permit me to
direct attention to something that has just come to the notice
of the public in connection with the administration of the
system. -

The receiver of the corporation, Lindley M. Garrison, is
shown to have had paid to him and his assistant $125,000 as
partial payment for his services for one year. In addition, and
in order further to bolster up this claim that the transportation
system represents a losing venture, it paid $133,000 to so-called
experts for a valuation of the system. In other words, so far
as the public have been able to get at the records of this re-
ceivership for one year, it has shown that $258,000 or more had
been expended for a purely nominal service of a recelver.
Think of it, $125,000 as partial payment for one year's services
of a receiver who is a resident of another State, who possibly
seldom, if ever, visited Brooklyn before his appointment, who
is not a traction man, and who is not familiar with traction
matters, particularly those of the Borough of Brooklyn. In
addition, a payment of $133,000 for an appraisal that never
was needed and should never have been undertaken as an inei-
dent to the receivership. In fact, these items are clearly il-
legal and without sanction or authority in law, yet both items
were sanctioned by direct orders of the court under circum-
stances that certainly ought to be questioned by anyone inter-
ested in an economical administration of the affairs of this
company, which is filling the air with eries and lamentations
that it is not making money.

It must be borne in mind that the receiver, Mr. Garrison, is
in no sense devoting his time and attention exclusively to the
work of the receivership., If reporfs are to be credited, he is
condueting his law business in the usual manner, and the man-
agement and administration of the transportation system is in
the hands of precisely the same force, including its president, as

has administered it for years past. There is no change in the
personnel of the real managing and administering force of the
company, From this it will be perceived that the receivership
is a mere nominal one. The payment of $125,000 to him and
to his assistant must shock anyone who understands the situa-
tion in connection with this company. With the aid of the court,
on one hand it holds in check the people who have had disaster
brought to their fireside by its negligence, while with the other
hand it bestows largess and bounty upon those who have done
nothing and have added positively nothing of value to it. And
in this, the aid and agency is the district court of the United
States, which under the mantle of equity, the maxim of which
is * consclence, good faith, and reasonable diligence,” has sane-
tioned this practical looting of the treasury of this company, and
yet this may be only a detail of what has been disposed of
through this equitable receivership, so called. The real amount
which has been abstracted from this company under the forms
of law and the orders of the court ecan not be learned until some
agency of investigation undertakes the work of ascertaining it.
The attitude of the publie of the city of New York can not be
misunderstood. In the city of New York, certainly in the Bor-
ough of Brooklyn, with its 2,000,000 of people, since the day war
was declared, nothing has aroused the public so much as this
shocking state of affairs and the maladministration which it
indicates. There is no division of sentiment in regard to what
should be done, Everything connected with the inception and
progress of this litigation has branded it as opposed to publie
interest and a scheme to throw a mantle of legal protection
around the conduct of the affairs of the company, and thus the
acts of the receiver are kept sereened from publie serutiny. The
publiec demand that it should be exposed. Recentily the Brooklyn
Rapid Transit system, in unison with other transportation lines
in the city, made application to the Board of Estimate and
Apportionment for an increased fare,

The board began public hearings to determine the justice of
the company’s demand. These public hearings resolved them-
selves into an investigation which proceeded only far enough
to show the demoralization of the company due to the receiver-
ship when the application was suddenly withdrawn and forced
a discontinuance of the Investigation. The experience of the
comptroller of the city of New York shows that exposure can
not come through any agency except the Congress of the United
States. A committee of the New York State Legislature, composed
of senators and assemblymen of the affected borough, made a
formal and written application for an appointment with the
court for a conference on the question of the termination of the
receivership, which was diplomatically declined on the ground
that the occasion did not warrant it.

No legislative—State or municipal—agency can undertake
this inquiry and investigation, in view of what has transpired
and in view of the attitude of the United States court. The sole
means by which the public can be enlightened upon this all-
important matter is the privileged investigation which a com-
mittee of Congress alone can conduct. The honor of the courts
of the United States appears to be involved in this matter.

The litigation, collusive in its inception, has been imposed
upon the courts of the United States. It has been termed by
the parties themselves “a friendly receivership.” It has been
prolonged for two years, to the end that this receivership might
continue and the people of the Borough of Brooklyn harassed
and oppressed thereby. If the courts of the United States are
not to be a hissing and a byword, this species of maladministra-
tion must be exposed and summarily dealt with. The means .
at hand should be availed of at once if the honor and dignity
of our courts are to be upheld and the respect to which they
are entitled perpetuated in the minds of the people. [Applause.]

Mr, ANTHONY. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

The motion was agreed to. 5

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. LeareacH, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R.
15943, the Army appropriation bill, and had come to no resolu-
tion thereon.

FIRST STATE BANK OF KERRVILLE, TEX.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Speaker, I call from the Speaker's
table the bill H. R. 7050, and I move that the House concur in
the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title,

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (H, R. 7050y for the relief of the First State Baok of Kerr-
ville, Kerr County, State of Texas,
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ment.

The Senate pmendment was read.

The guestion belng on concurring in the Senate amendment,
the amenidment was agreed {o.

CALERDAR WEDNESDAY.

Mr. MONDELI. Jlr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the Honse dispense with Culendar Wednesday business to-
IOTTOW.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SEARS. AMr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, will
the majority leader give us some idea of when we may reach
private bills and other biils on the Private Calendar?

AMr. MONDELL. I hope very soon after we dispose of the
appropriation bills, There are only two more.

Mr. SEARS. Then you think we will have some chance to
reach those bills?

My, MONDELI. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the regquest of the
gentleman from Wyoming? [After n paunse.] The Chair hears
none,

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. Frexcr, by mnanimous consent, was granted leave to
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving coples,
the papers in the case of John W. Reddington (H. R. 8832), first
session, Sixty-sixth Congress, no udverse report having been
nrade thereon,

LEAYE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of gbsence was granted as
follows:

To Messrs, Goopary, WrxiTe of Maipre, Prrers, and Hersey,
for three days, for the purpose of attending the funeral of the
governor of Malne,

To AMr. Caxpier, for last Saturday and this week, on account
of serlous illness in his family,

To Mr. FocHr, indefinitely, on account of death in family.

To Mr. Asmproor, for twe weeks, on account of lmportant
business.

ADJOURRMENT.

Mr. ANTHONY,
adjourn.

The motion was azreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 2
minutes p. m.) the Housge adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes-
day, February 2, 1921, at 12 o’clock noon.

AMr. Spenker, I move that the House do now

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIOXS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

885. A letter from the president of the Georgetown Gas Light
Co., transmitting annual report of that corporation for the year
ending December 21, 1920; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia, .

8586. A letter from the Sceretary of War, transmitting report
of Information in response to House resolution 648 in connection
with the purchase of German airplanes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

357. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting with a
letter from the Chief of Ingineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Plymouth Harbor, Mass. (H. Doc. No. 996); to
the Committee on Ilivers and Harbors and erdered to be printed
with map.

888, A lelter from the president of the Washington Railway &
Electric Co., transmitting anpnal reports for the year cnding
December 81, 1920, for that corporation and the Washingion
1nterurban Railwray Co., the City & Suburban Itailway Co., the
Georgetown & Tennallytown Railway Co., and the Potomace
Electric Power Co.; to the Committee en the District of
Columbia.

530, A lefter from the president of the Washington Gas Light
Co., transmitting annual report of the corporation for the year
ending December 31, 1920; to the Committee on the District
of ‘Colummbia,

300. A letter from the chief clerk of the Patent Office, trans-
mitting annnal report of the Commissioner of Patents for the
year ending December 31, 1920 ; to the Committee on Patents.

301. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting re-
quested item for consideration in the deficiency appropriation
bhill, in connection with the case of Kristina® Furjack; to the
Committee on Claims,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule NIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported frem committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several caiendars therein named, as follows:

Alr. GOOD, from the Committee on Appropriations, to which
was referred the bill (. RR. 15062) making appropriations to
supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1021, and prior fiseal yvears, and for other purposes,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 1274) ; which said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

AMr. PARKER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the joint resolution (8. IJ.
Ees. 161) to exempt the New York State Batge Canal from the
provisions of seetion 201 of House bill 10453, reported the same
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1275), which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Unlon.

Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which was
referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 444), authorizing the
President to require the United States Sugar Equalization
Board to take over and dispose of 13,902 tons of sugar imported
from the Argentine Republic, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1276), which sald bill and
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. IGOE, from the Conmittee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 15016) to amend gection 101 of the
Judicial Code, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1277), which said bill and report were
referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (S, 4039) to amend section 3 of the act
of Congress of June 28, 1906, entitled “An act for the division
of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma, and
for other purposes,” reported the same with amendments, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1278), which said bill and report were
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota, from ihe Committee on Foreign
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 15933) furthier
regulating the granting of visés by diplomatic and consular
officers of the United States, and for other purposes, reported
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
%}isl(}) 3 which =aid bill and report were referred to the House

endar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under ciguse 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. KEARNS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 13756) for the relief of
Wiiliam Thomas Matingley, reported the same with an amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1279). which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar. i

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3-0f Rule XXII, bilis, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. It. 15962) making appropriations
to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscnl year end-
ing June 30, 1921, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes;
committed to the Committee of the Whele House on the state
of the Union.

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R, 15863) fo amend and reenact
the first paragraph of subdivision (a) of section 209 of the
transportation act, 1920; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. It 15964) to authorize deduction of
war-risk insurance premiums from the war-service bonus pay-
able under the act approved February 24, 1919, and for other
purpeses; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. .

By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A hill (H. It 159635) fo ex-
tend the tinre for the construction of a bridge across "sarl River,

‘between Pearl River County, Aiss., and Washington Parish, La.;

to the Committee on Interstate and IMoreign Commerce.

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. k. 15966) nu-
thorizing an appropriation for continuing irrigation and druin-
age on the Yakima Indian Reservation; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.
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By Mr. PARK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 464) providing
for the monetization of the bonds issued by the United States
of America during the World War; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. KATIN: Joint resolution (IL J. Res, 465) for the ap-
pointmrent of one member of the Board of Managers of the Na-
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; to the Committee
on Military Aflairs.

By the SPEAKER : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Washington, urging naval defense for the Puget Sound coun-
try ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of {iie State of Washington,
favoring a tariff on all flower, vegetable, and other agricultural
seeds; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Missouri,
favoring a bill for the promotion of Gen. Crowder; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washington,
urging the passage of House bill 15372, regarding the leasing
of certain oil lands in Washington; to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

By Mr. JACOWAY ;: Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Arkansas, favoring the passage of a bill authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to turn over to the Secretary of the Treasury for
the use of the Public Health Service the military reservation at
Fort Logan H. Roots, Ark.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Arkansas,
requesting an appropriation to provide for the prompt and com-
plete construction of locks and dams in the Ouachita River,
according to the War Department plans, to insure permanent
navigation from Camden, Ark. and New Orleans to the Gulf;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. MAcGREGOR: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of New York, urging adoption of the Wadsworth resolu-
tion to discontinue Federal operations on the canal system of
that State; to the Ccmimittee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr, McARTHUR : Memorial of the Oregon State Legis-
lature relative to the hospitalization and retraining of disabled
ex-service men; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. DOMINICK : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of South Carolina, urging Federal aid for post roads in South
Carolina ; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr. STEENERSON: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Minnesota, favoring legislation for ex-soldiers; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DUNBAR: A bill (H. R. 15967) granting an increase
of pension to Loudica Howard; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15068) granting a pension to Willlam H.
Grimes; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R, 15969) granting an increase of pension to
Mary B. Lofton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 15970) granting an increase of pension to
Angie 1. Leslie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 15971) for the relief of
Joseph A. Willens; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, HENRY T. RAINEY ; A bill (HL. R. 15972) granting
a pension to Mattie J. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

£5330. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Bakersfield (Calif.)
Branch of the National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People, relating to the Curtis-Dyer antilynching bill,
ete.: to the Committee on Intersiate and Foreign Commerce.

5200. By Mr. BURROUGHS : Petition of Miss E. M. Newell,
corresponding secretary of Woman's Club of Hanover, N. H,,
indorsing the Smith-Towner bill; to the Commiftee on Educa-
tion.

5301, Also, petition of B. M. Stovall, secretary Midcity Citi-
zens' Association, indorsing House joint resolution 11; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

5302. By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of St. James Parish,
Cleveland, Ohio, favoring recognition of the Irish republic by
our Government; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5393. By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Rotary Club of Key
West, Fla., favoring the enactment of House bill 14899 ; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

b394. By Mr. FULLER : Petition of Illinois Manufacturers’
Association, opposing blanket appropriations for rivers and
harbors; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

5305. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Resolutions of American Associa-
tion for the Recognition of the Irish Republie, of Massachusetts,
John F. Harrigan, president, protesting against deportation of
Lord Mayor Donal O'Callaghan, of Cork, Ireland; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

53906. Also, resolutions of Roger Casement Council, American
Association for the Recognition of the Irish Republic, Jeremiah
Carroll, chairman, appealing to Congress to demand payment of
loan to England; also send home the British ambassador, Sir
Eric Geddes, as a protest against the crimes of the British Gov-
ernment in Ireland; also to recognize the republic of Ireland;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5307, Also, resolutions of Roger Casement Council, American
Association for the Recognition of the Irish Republic, Jeremiah
Carroll, chairman, protesting against deportation of Lord
Mayor Donal O'Callaghan, of Cork, Ireland; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs,

5398. By Mr. LINTHICUM : Petition of Export and Tmport
Board of Trade, Baltimore, Md., opposing Senate bill 4542; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

5399. Also, petition of the National City Bank of Baltimore
and the Jacob C. Shafer Co., both of Baltimore, Md., opposing
the Gronna bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5400. Also, petition of the Canton Lumber Co., Baltimore,
Md., relating to appropriation for rivers and harbors; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

5401. Also, petition of Robert S, Hart, Baltimore, Md., favor-
ing turnover tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5402, By Mr. McARTHUR: Petition of the University of
Oregon, School of Journalism, asking a Federal investigation
of the paper industry of Oregon; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

5403. By Mr. MacGREGOR : Petition of Local No. 390, Na-
tional Federation of Post Office Clerks, of New York, protesting
against the order which abolished special elerks in the Post
Office Department; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

5404, By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Petition of resi-
dents of Suttons Bay, Mich., protesting against the eccupation
of Germany by I'rench Negro troops; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

5405. By Mr. MOONEY : Petition of the United Commercial
Travelers of America, Euclid Council, No. 421, Cleveland, Ohio,
favoring 1-cent letter drop postage; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads. -

5406. By Mr. MORIN: Petition of prominent citizens of Pitts-
burgh, Pa., protesting agninst bill which provides for severe
restrictions regarding work and enjoyment of innocent pas-
times on Sunday; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5407. By Mr. REBER: Petition of the Pennsylvania Branch
of the Women's International League for Peace and Freedom,
favoring a reduction of the Navy building program; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs,

5408. Also, petition of the Pennsylvania branch of the
Women's International League for Peace and Freedom, relat-
ing to military expenses; to the Comnrittee on Military Affairs.

5409. By Mr. SINCLAIR : Petition of about 150 farmers in
western North Dakota, favoring the immedinte passage of
House bill 15453, guaranteeing a price of $2.20 per bushel for
wheat; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5410. By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of Minnesota Farm
Bureau Federation, opposing any tariff on lumber; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

5411, By Mr. STINESS: Petition of Queen's Daughters, of
Providence, R. I., protesting against the passage of the Smith-
Towner bill; to the Committee on Education.

5412. By Mr., YATES: Petition of parent-teachers' associa-
tions of Decatur, I1l, urging an appropriation for the continua-
tion of work against venereal diseases, by Mrs, Mary T. Starr;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

5413. Also, petition of the National Board of Marine Under-
writers, New York City, urging the passage of House bill
18501 ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries.

5414. Also, petition of W. 8. McKee, president American
Manganese Steel Co., Chicago, IlL, favoring the passage of the
MeFadden bill (H, It. 13201) ; to the Committee on Mines and
Mining,

5415. Also, petition of Tanners' Products Co., Chicago, III.,
strongly in favor of an appropriation by the Government to help
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defray the cost of transporting food to be sent to the starving
people of Europe; to the Committee on Appropriations.

5416. Also, petition of W. B. Taylor, Chicago, Ill, urging
legislation protecting the lemon and citrus growers of this coun-
try; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5417. Also, petition of Bay & River Boat Owners' Associa-
tion, San Francisco, Calif., urging the passage of House bill
13591 ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

5418, Also, petition of A. F. Wine, of the American Coopera-
tive Publishing Co., Chicago, Ill., urging the passage of the
Fess-Capper bill (H. R. 12652) ; to the Committee on Education.

5419. Also, petition of the Chicago Clearing House, by Mr.
Thomas C. Stibbs, favoring Senate bill 8374, relative to a 2-cent
piece; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

5420. Also, petition of Kendall County Farm Bureau, York-
ville, I1l., favoring the French-Capper truth-in-fabrie bill (H. R.
11641) ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5421, Also, petition of F. R. Warner, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.,
urging the passage of House bill 13591; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

5422, Also, petition of the Licensed Tugmen's Protective As-
sociation of America, Chicago, Ill., urging the passage of House
bill 15746; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries.

5423. Also, petition of Elgin Church of the Brethren, Elgin,
Il urging the passage of the Jones-Randall bill; to the Com-
mittee on the Judieciary. .

5424, Also, petition of Will County Women's Christian Tem-
perance Union, Joliet, Ill., urging the passage of the Smith-
Towner bill; to the Committee on Education.

5425. Also, petition of C, H. Perkins, Decatur, Ill., favoring
the passage of the Elkins bill (8. 4596) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

5426. Also, petition of Ottawa (Ill.) Rotary Club, urging
speedy justice to disabled soldiers now subject to delay; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5427. By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota : Petition of James A.
Kelland Post, No. 111, of Binford, and William Whalen Post,
No. 101, of Leeds, both in the State of North Dakota, of the
American Legion, regarding legislation for disabled soldiers; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

5428, By Mr. ZIHLMAN : Petition of the Wednesday Club,
Sandy Spring, Md., and the A. Y. L. I. Club, Germantown, Md.,
favoring the Sheppard-Towner bill; to the Commiitee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

5420, Also, petition of Current Comment Club, Forest Glen,
Md., favoring the Sheppard-Towner bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Conrmerce.

5430. Also, petition of Golden Rule Council, No. 6, Junior Or-
der United American Mechanics, relating to the Johnson immi-
gration bill; to the Commiftee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

SENATE.
WepxNespay, February 2, 1921.

Itev. J. J. Muir, D. D., the Chaplain, offered the following
prayer:

Our Father, we thank Thee that our times are in Thy hands;
and with such custodianship and direction we would ask Thee
to help us to conform our lives to Thy good pleasure. As we
live and labor may we honor Thee, seek the best Interests of
our beloved land, and the furtherance of Thy kingdom through
the earth. For Jesus’' sake, Amen,

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of th2 pro-
ceedings of the legislative day of Monday, Janunary 381, 1021,
when, on request of Mr. McCumser and by unanimous consent,
the forther reading was dispensed with and the Journal was
approved.

LINCOLN MEMORIAL (8. DOC. NO. 372).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com-
munication from the chairman of the Lincoln Memorial Com-
mission, submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation in
the sum of $363,000, required for the completion of the Lincoln
Memorial in West Potomae Park, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed,

INLAND TRANSPORTATION BY STAR BOUTES (8. DOC. NO. 871).

The VICE PRESIDENT Ilaid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com-
munication from the Postmaster General, submitting a supple-
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mental estimate of appropriation in the sum of $1,363,000, re-
quired by the Post Office Department for inland transportation
by star routes, payable from postal revenues, for the fiscal year
1921, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed. :
TRANSPORTATION OF MAILS (S, DOC. XO. 373).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com-
munication from the Postmaster General, submitting a deficiency
estimate of appropriation in the sum of $65,575,832.03, required
by the Post Office Department for transportation of the mails
by the United States Railroad Administration during the 26
months of Federal control of railroads, which was referred to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Commissioner of Patents, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the annual report of the commissioner for the year
ended December 31, 1920, which was referred to the Committee
on Patents.

CAPITAL TRACTION CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Capital Traction Co., transmitting, pursuant to
law, the annual report of that company for the year 1920, which
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

REPORT OF WASHINGTON RAILWAY & ELECTRIC CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate g communica-
tion from the Washington Railway & Electric Co., transmitting,
pursuant to law, the annual report of that company for the year
ended December 31, 1920, which was referred to the Committea
on the District of Columbia.

REPORT OF POTOMAC ELECTRIC POWER CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Potomac Electric Power Co., transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the annual report of that company for the year
ended December 31, 1920, which was referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

CITY & SUBURBAN RAILWAY OF WASHINGTON. j

The VICE PRESIDENT Ilaid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Washington Railway & Electric Co., transmitting,
pursuant to law, the annual report of the City & Suburban
Railway of Washington for the year ended December 81, 1920,
which was referred to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

GEORGETOWN & TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Washington Railway & Electric Co., transmitting,
pursuant to law, the annual report of the Georgetown & Ten-
nallytown Railway Co. for the year ended December 31, 1920,
which was referred to the Committee on the District of
Columbia,

WASHINGTON INTERURBAN RAILROAD CO,

The VICE PRESIDENT Ilaid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Washington Rallway & Electrie Co., transmitting,
pursuant to law, the annual report of the Washington Inter-
urban Railroad Co. for the year ended December 31, 1920, which
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbin.

WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Washington Gas Light Co., transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the annual report of that company for the year
ended December 31, 1920, which was referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

GEORGETOWN GAS LIGIIT CO.

The YICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Georgetown Gas Light Co.,, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the annual report of that company for the year
ended December 31, 1920, which was referred to the Committee
on the Distriet of Columbia.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had ngreed
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7050) for the
relief of the First State Bank of Kerrville, Kerr County, State
of Texas,

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R. 15935) making appropriations for the construetion, re-
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and
harbors, and for other purposes, in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate,
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